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ABSTRACT 

Evolving Landscapes and Landmark: Grain Elevators and Lighthouses at Risk 

Kerry Lynn Lake 

Cornmonplace landscapes can teach a great deal about history and society. They tell 

us rnuch about ourselves and how we relate to the world. What we as humans construct and 

place on the landscape, as well as what we remove and destroy, creates an expiicit picture 

of what we chensh and renounce. Structures that are built ofien *becorne iconofied by the 

local people as a reflection of social and economic ties to the land. These features are 

signi fican t on many ievels: locally, provincial1 y and national1 y. However, changes to the 

landscape endanger the status of these artifacts, ahost  to the point of extinction. Currently, 

there is a noticeable loss of significant landmarks fkom the Canadian landscape. Two in 

particular, the lighthouse and the grain elevator, were once very prominent and plentifid 

features but have fallen victim to modern technology and economic gain. Very few 

"original" lighthouses and grain elevators remain. Preserving their memory once they are 

both firnctionally and physically gone is essential in maintaining a sense of identity. They 

are an important part of a regional landscape, as well as a national one. Thoughts of the 

Prairies conjure up the image of grain elevators and similarly, thougbts of the east coast 

conjure up the image of lighthows. They enable one to identie with a particular region and 

carry with them a sense of place and distinctiveness. Concerted efiorts must be taken to 

ensure adequate preservation of these features in the future. Acting to preserve this feature 

would be offset by the provision of sacient fünding, *uc breaks, networking and resources, 

and raising awareness. Ultimately, the onus lies with the individual, as well as groups and 

governments, to respond to these threatened landscapes. 
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Chapter 1: Introduction 

The purpose of this chapter is to guide the reader through the general ideas and 

themes that will be examined in detail in the following chapters. It identifies the two 

significant landscape features chosen for research, grain elevators and lighthouses, providing 

a general overview, and also States the aims of the thesis. It also identifies the communities 

where research was done, and outlines the methodology used in field work. 

1.1 The Built Landscape 

Cornmonplace landscapes can teach a great deal about history and society. They tell 

us much about ourselves as individuais and communities and suggest conscious and 

unconscious ways in which we relate to the world. What we as humans choose to constnict 

on the landscape, as well as what we remove and destroy, creates an explicit cataIogue of 

what we chensh and renounce. The artifacts that accumulate on the landscape represent the 

values, needs and desires of the people who put them there and more importantly perhaps, 

help keep them there. These values achieve genuine meaning for succeeding generations 

who live on that landscape. Furthemore, they can be of value to a community's sense of 

self. Considering what remains afler their fùnction is removed is important to understanding 

the role of the features as they evolve through t h e .  When these artifacts and their values 

withstand the test of time and remain part of the landscape once their traditional fimction is 

removed, they become authenticated, genuine, established features in the landscape. Their 

existence forms a component of identity, both of person and place. As a product of the 

human imprint on the land, the built component is important to identity and sense of place. 
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While the drive of industrialization has produced a complex array of significant 

structures across the Canadian landscape, two of the more distinctive features are grain 

elevatoa and lighthouses. Both are unusual because while built with specific purposes in 

mind, they also contribute to the social fabric of the communities which they served. The 

grain elevator was built primarily as a depot for fmers '  grain, a place where grain was 

sorted, stored and eventually shipped by rail to domestic and international markets. 

Lighthouses were built to prevent ships fiom sailing into unmarked hazards near- and 

offshore and to guide mariners to safety. The permanent presence of both the grain elevator 

and the Iighthouse in the everyday lives of those situated closest to them or those having the 

most contact with them has in turn, created significant landmarks out of vemacular features. 

As regional icons, the lighthouse and grain elevator contribute to a clear identity, sense of 

place and social memory and thus characterize particular people or particular places. It is 

important to understand then, that any phenomenon which would result in sudden or drastic 

change to the form or presence of such features would upset the dynamics of this equation. 

Changing the function of the lighthouse and grain elevator inevitably affects how the local 

people perceive them. Change can evoke strong feelings, both positive or negative. 

Evolving landscapes n a d l y  reflect an ebb and flow in societai or economic change. With 

changes occuning at a measured rate, minor alterations can be accommodated. However, 

significant change can be detrimental to the survival of the components that make up the 

landscape or the characteristics of the local people. 

The lighthouse and the grain elevator are two examples of prominent landscape 

features that are very characteristic of a region; more so than almost any other individual 

feature on the Canadian landscape. For many Canadians, visions of the Prairies conjure up 

an image of grain elevators and; sirnilarly, thoughts of the Atlantic coastline produce a 

mental picture fhmed around lighthouses. These artifacts identiQ a particular region of 

Canada and thus create a sense of place and distinctiveness. Notwithstanding, these 



importaut symbolic representations of an area are in fact, facing certain demise. Once 

prominent and plentifid in their respective regions, lighthouses and grab elevators have 

fdlen victim to modem technology and a dernanding global economy. These changes are 

inexorably resdting in the physical removal of the structures fiom the l a n b p e  to the point 

where very few original structures remain. Preserving their memory once they have 

functionally and physically disappeared is becoming an essential part of maintainhg a sense 

of local identity that represents the past both regionally and nationally. In a sense, this is a 

national issue because these landmarks are cultural representations for al1 Canadians. With 

their existence in jeopardy, the question &ses as to how these features will remain a part of 

their regional and Canadian ethos once they are no longer visible on the landscape. 

Gerald Pocius (1991, 243) suggests that Canada is known as a community of 

cornmunities, a country of regions. He suggests that many regions are more interested in 

self-definition than anything that could be considered pan-Canadian. In such an expansive 

country, it can be difficult to create common threads that give a sense of nationality. 

Commondities between regions are often vague and superficial. Similar characteristics may 

weave themselves throughout different regions but the interpretation of these characteristics 

and the background of the people interpreting them varies, and even this makes analogous 

regions unique and distinct fkom each other. This notion is supported by the history of 

migration and settlement patterns which is associated with such diversity in Canadian 

culture. A mosaic of distinct, separate cultures and values is predominant on the Canadian 

landscape in various regions of the country. 

The concept of regional identity is one which is generated by experience. It has to 

do with where one chooses to settle and where one's roots are, which in turn, over time, 

allow long-standing social traditions to develop (Hough 1990, 58). The regional cultural 

landscape provides an inherent sense of identity to which local people relate. The various 

components that make up this identity are significant because they are specific to particular 



regions. Certain features emphasize the uniqueness of different regions, yet there are 

different kinds of attachments to these features relative to the perspective fiom which they 

are interpreted. What determines which of these features is more significant than others is 

perhaps decided by the practicality of these features in the landscape (their purpose) and their 

endurance (to withstand the test of tirne). 

Yet these regional features also tie in with national identity. Acknowledging that 

Canada is a country of distinct regions, each contributhg to its diverse nature, suggests that 

it would be difficdt to find individual icons that embrace the en* country. While pan- 

Canadian icons include the Maple Leaf and the Beaver,' it stands to reason that regional 

features are what truly epitomizes Canadian identity in the same way a number of regions is 

what makes up the country. While the Maple Leaf may signi@ an unified nation, regional 

icons represent the local people. 

G.J. Ashworth (1997) suggests that there now exists a conventional wisdom that 

people as individuals, and places as communities and jurisdictions need their pasts to be 

expressed around them through the preservation of built-environments and the messages of 

identity tbat these convey. Each individuai has their own idea of image; what constitutes 

an image of identity to one penon may not to another. How representative regional imagery 

determines national identity is a very complex process. It is complicated M e r  because 

there is little regard for regional imagery at a national level. Ra-, these discussions tend 

to happen at provincial, regional or local levels. This is natural given that one's identity is 

influenced and therefore characterized by one's surroundings. That being the case, any sense 

of identity and sense of place which evolves to any level of political recognition will always 

be displayed most strongly at its roots. 

nKse icons are included in a group of six symbols that are r e c o g n ~  by the F e d d  
Department of Canadian Heritage as "official syrnboIs of Canada." These symbols are decmed to be 
"O ficial symboIs of Canada" through Royal Proclamation or Legislation (Canadian Hentage 1998). 
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The k a t  of change and loss of these two subject features has resulted in a powerfuI 

overt reaction to the process of constnicting cornmunity identity. /People naturally respond 

to changes in the cultural landscape and to the loss of prominent features that are part of the 

landscape. It is of value, then, to investigate how people choose to remember significant 

features once they are changed or 10% especidly if they are important not only locally and 

regionally, but are also of national significance. Once a feature has functionally and 

physically disappeared, its memory exists in the mincis of those who enwuntered it These 

mernories are then triggered by stimuli such as photos, video recordings, literature, art, and 

replicas for example, which prompt a pre-existing connection between an individual and an 

event or experience that is retained in one's memory. Thus we must rely on memory as a 

source of recollection once a feature is gone. 

The loss of any landscape feature is often a concern to those who regularly interact 

with it, either consciously or unconsciously. It signifies the mortaiity of the inanimate, as a 

victim of time and technology. As landscapes change and evolve, so do their various 

components. Many of the built features that functioned as part of the vemacdar landscape 

become obsolete and are "replaced" by more modem, innovative structures. These artifacts, 

however, may still remain in the landscape, acting as reminders of the past. As a feature 

loses its intended fiinction, its place in the landscape changes. Its position as a focal point 

in the region begins to deteriorate bringing many issues to the surfaces such as will the 

feature remain as part of the local landscape or inevitably be lost, and who will maintain the 

structure to prevent it fiom becoming unattractive and unsightly? Often, artifacts no longer 

in use become abandoned and are tom down. Only remnants of thek former state are lefi as 

a reminder for the local people and others and to be studied by the researcher. 

/ 
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1.1.1 Study Aims 

This thesis investigates community reaction to changes in the cultural landscape and 

to the loss of prominent features, the lighthouse and grain elevator, that are part of the 

landscape. It examines how these features are remembered and preserved once their original 

purpose is eliminated. It attempts to gain a better understanding of how these two features 

fûnction as significant regional icons that contribute to Canadian identity. However, it does 

not compare the lighthouse and the grain elevator as architectural entities. The cornparison, 

in fact, lies in the reaction to the demise of these two landmarks, the efforts king made to 

preserve and protect them, and the manner in which the change and loss of these two distinct 

features is dealt with. 

1.2 Case Studies and Field Work 

Atlantic Canada - and specifically Newfoundland - is ofien referred to as '?he edge" 

of the country or "the region that has been passed by" (Warkentin 1997,553). Here people 

identiQ very strongly with their region and if they leave, they invariably wish to return to the 

land whose nch and complex shoreline heritage is so closely linked to the sea This same 

regional feeling is also strong in the Prairies, and the impression of the land never leaves 

anyone who has grown up there (Warkentin 1997,558), particulariy in Saskatchewan, where 

the "land of the living sky" * envelopes its inhabitants. There are stark differences between 

the landscapes of the Atlantic Coast and the Prairies, yet at the same time certain similarities 

exist. Several parallels can be drawn between the lighthouse and grain elevator in the local 

and regional landscapes. As will be discussed in detail later, the place that they hold 

individually with respect to the nearby and surrounding communities is quite unrelated. 

This is îhe slogan found on the Saskatchewan automobile license plates. 



This investigation into the legacy of the lighthouse and the grain elevator is focussed 

on selected communities in Newfoundland and Saskatchewan and Manitoba. Three 

lighthouses situated along the coastline on the AvaIon Peninsula of Newfoundland were 

chosen for their particular history and curent situation. Ferryland, Cape Race and Cape St- 

Francis, as located in Figure 1.1, have each endured loss, change, and preservation. Grain 

elevators in the south-eastern Saskatchewan towns of Fenwood and Killaly, and in In&, 

Manitoba were the focal points for the Prairie research (Figure 1.1). Fenwood and Killaly 

both had their grain elevaton tom down during the time the field work was conducted. 

hglis, Manitoba is the location of an impressive row of grain elevators, which represent the 

only elevators in Canada to be designated as a National Historic Site. 

The threatened state of these structures makes this research particularly pressing. 

Lighthouses and grain elevators are disappearing at an aiarming rate. It seems likely that 

within the foreseeable future, the only structures remaïning for study will be those preserved 

and maintained as designated historic sites.) Institutions such as Parks Canada, the Wheat 

Pools, and the Canadian Coast Guard, along with provincial governments are recogniPng 

the importance of these structures and are attempting to create initiatives to protect them. 

This researchexpands the definition of cultural heritage in Canada by examinhg endangered 

regional icons which contribute to Canadian identity. The work is predicated on the belief 

that cultural heritage in part consists of these physical symbols and that their loss jeopardizes 

Canadian character and distinctiveness. Other symbols have k e n  studied as unique 

"Canadian identifiers." The Canadian Pacific Railway (CPR), the Royal Canadian Mounted 

' ~ h e  potential for adaptive re-use of thae structures in particular, is quite limited due to rirky 
financial investment and liabilities, as will be discussed M e r  in Chapters Three and Four. 



Figure f .1 Locatioa Map of Six Study Arras. 



Police (RCMP) and the canoe4 have been discussed in various genres of literature, but Little 

has k e n  written on common community impressions of regionally-distinctive icons, mch 

as grain elevators and lighthouses. They have become such familiar attributes in the 

landscape that the Prairies without the old country elevator and the coastline without the 

welcoming lighthouse is literaily unimaginable to most people. 

Outside of the academic realrn, more pragmatic issues face the local communities 

within which these features are situated. The local people look not only at the historical 

significance of the grain elevator and lighthouse, but also to their economic potential as 

cultural resources. There is potentiai for alternative re-uses of these structures which are 

viable options for keeping grain elevators and lighthouses visible ch the landscape long &er 

their original a c t i o n  has been removed. 

There are a nurnber of research components to this project and a more detailed 

description of the field methodology may be f o n d  in Chapters Three and Four. Primary data 

were collected mainly through field work, which included three separate trips each to the east 

Coast and to the Prairies. Forma1 interviews provided the main source of information on how 

the local population feels about the two features. Meetings and less structured interviews 

were held with officiais fiom the local, provincial and federal govemments, as well as with 

the local fmer s ,  lightkeepers, fishers and other stakeholders in the specific regions. 

Questionnaires5 were also used in certain situations where people were not able to attend 

meetings. On-site field work recorded by video and photography also provided a wealth of 

information for fùrther analysis. In addition to field work, archivd research was conducted 

at the National Archives of Canada and at the federal Department of Canadian Heritage. 

 o or example: sec Francis, D. (1997) National D m :  m m .  mernorv and canadian histow 
Raffan, J (1988) Canexus: the came in Canadian culture; Lamb, W.K. (1977) Histow of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway; Sallot, J. (1979) Nobodv Said No: The real stow about how the Mounties alwavs net 
their man; and Carnera, J. The Beaver Magazine. 
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Secondary sources of information were obtained in a variety of ways. An extensive 

literature review was conducted, the results of which are presented in Chapter Two. This 

included literature on landscape, social memory, sense of place, iconography, irnagery, loss 

and change, space and place, perception and community participation. Other secondary- 

source research included investigating the place of grain elevators and lighthouses within 

other media, including art, literahire and film. This also included reviewing material such 

as newspapers, magazines and joumals for information to supplement the analysis. These 

extensive searches have provided a sense of how lighthouses and grain elevators are Mewed 

by a range of people, includhg those not having direct contact with the two structures. The 

secondary source matenal has provided background to support the local and regional field 

work, but it has also contributed to the discussion on the national perception of these icom. 

In addition to this, regional and national perspectives have been obtained through cornments 

made via the Internet on a web site established to coincide with an email list semer. This 

web site may be viewed at the URL http :// ivory.trentu.cq-klake. The focus for 

information collection was pRmarily on the place of grain elevators and Lighthouses on the 

Canadian landscape, and specifically with regards to the kind of image they conjure up. This 

research also provided an oppominity to reveai how significant these features are at the 

national level. 

1.3 Organization of Chapters 

This thesis is organized into six chapters. Chapter One introduces the project, and 

outlines the themes and concepts which inform and fiame the argument of the research. 

Chapter Two provides the reader with a thorough litemture review which focuses on the 

themes that defme the research. Two of the more prominent of these are landscape and 

memory, and sense of place. Other significant themes are developed through the literature 

on iconography, identity, perception, aesthetics and architecture. Chapter Two f o m  the 
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basis for contextualking this research. Chapter Three begins the analysis of the data 

collected by examinûig the place of the grain elevator in the Prairie landscape and how it 

contributed to notions of Canadian identity. The orieinç of the grain elevator are first 

investigated to explain its place in the landscape. This lads into an examination of its 

current position and condition by looking at the challenges facing those wanting to keep the 

feature as an integral part of the local tandscape. Local reaction to this change is examineci 

h m  data collected in the field study areas. Chapter Four focuses on the lighthoue, but 

difiers slightly in format fiom Chapter Three as it outlines and gives brief descriptions of the 

separate lighthouse regions in the country. A section on the mechanics and composition of 

the lighthouse is provided as a foundation for a discussion of the effects of changes in the 

lighthouse landscape and an investigation of preservation efforts on the east coast of Canada 

Chapter Five ties the two previous chapters together by identimg how the grain elevator 

and lighthouse are syrnbols of regional identity in the Canadian cultural landscape. The 

change and loss of these landscapes is m e r  discussed with a look at preservation efforts 

and options for keeping these icons present in the landscape. Chapter Six contemplates 

further research and offers concluding remarks. 



Chapter 2: Literature Review 

This research evolved with the identification of three key themes; these themes serve 
/ 

to ground the research and contextualize the findings. Part of the investigative process 

involves integrating the various pieces of data gathered by the researcher to determine the 

broader contribution this research makes. The themes which emerged in this research were 

identified clearly over the course of the field work and it is felt that they best exemplify the 

essence of the research. This chapter examines theones of landscape and memory, sense of 

place and identity, and landmarks and preservation. Explorations of these ideas fom the 

interface fiom which the stories of the grain elevator and lighthouse are told. Utimately, the 

story being told is interdisciplinary although it h d s  a position within the disciplinary realms 

of human geography, as well as history , anthropo logy , sociology, material history and 

psychology. These themes are also discussed, in a broad sense, in the context of their 

relationship to the grain elevator and lighthouse. While only briefly mentioned here, these 

connections are addressed in more detail in Chapter Five. 

2.1 Landscape and Memory 

The concept of landscape and memory has been emphasized in most contemporary 

landscape research studies and has k e n  popular for several decades. D. W. Meinig's (1 979) 

feeling that any landscape is composed not only of what lies before our eyes but what Lies 

within our heads conceptualizes this notion of landscape and memory and reminds us that 

people's perceptions of the landscape are as important to study, as the landscape itseif. 

Humans interpret any landscape based on their expenences of the part. Yet, the same 

landscape is interpreted in different ways by different people, and therefore will be 

remembered in different ways. Thus, the landscapes of the lighthouse and grain elevator 
; 

hoid varying degrees of signifïcance to each individual who encouuters them. This idea is 

also supporteci by the fact that the variety of locations where these features can be found 

12 



contributes to how one interprets them. A lighthouse on the Great Lakes or a grain elevator 

in Montreal carries different co~otations than a lighthouse in Newfoundland or a grain 

elevator in Saskatchewan. Furthemore, the people observing each feature in these areas 

have different cultural perceptions to add to the layers that comprise a feature, as weii. One's 

view or interpretation of the surroundings is based on one's background 

The study of landscapes is the study of the essence of the societies that created them 

(Tuan 1993). We might expect that people with close ties to features in the landscape would 

have a comection to them and perhaps feel strongly about them. Thus, the local perception 

of the lighthouse and grain elevator differs substantially fiom the regional and national 

perception of these same icons. For local people, the everyday presence of these feaîures in 

their lives means that they are more deeply embedded than they are for someone who 

experiences them only briefly, either on occasion or by just passing through the areas in 

which they are found. By revealing the essence of the grain elevator and the lighthouse, and 

how they came to be in the landscape, the essence of the local people is revealed as well. 

There is a reciprocal relationship occufiing in landscape studies. Human-created structutes 

placed on the landscape reveal immense detail about the people who put them there; and the 

culture of the people who put features on the land, reflects how they read the landscape. By 
; 

dissecting the landscape of the grain elevator and the lighthouse, much can be gleaned about 

the lives of the people who created and used them. Economics, industry, building materiais, 

resilience, climate change and cultural change are a few of the details that can be retrieved 

fiom studying a landscape. The position of every built feature is determined with purpose 

and is located where it is for a reason. 

Schama's Landscaw and Memorv (1995) suggests that when a landscape is viewed 

fiom a different perspective, that which aiready exists can be rediscovered. He perceives the 

changing landscape not as an explmation of what has been lost, but rather an exploration of 

what may be found. Re-absorbing a landscape with a different set of critena discloses 
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compelling details about a pdcular landscape. Observing the Prairie imdscape with non- 

Prairie eyes or shilariy, observing a maritime landscape with non-maritime eyes would 

reveal characteristics about certain features that are perhaps overlooked by residents of the 

area. Landscapes should not be snidied in isolation. The context in which the elements 

comprising a landscape exist, and fiom what and whose perspective they are observed, gives 

an holistic interpretation. Schama (1 995,14) also suggests that by reveabg the richness and 

complexity of the landscape tradition. much more stands to be loa than mets  the eye shouid 

natural and cultural landscapes be negiected. This is the concem with the evolving 

landscapes of the lighthouse and grain elevator. Common, everyday features are becoming 

redundant, yet these landscapes are composed of intricate layers that reveal much about the 

people who created and used them. The loss of the lighthouse or grain eelvator does not 

simply involve the removal of a building. With them goes the essence of their king, the 

story of their endurance and a central reference point for the communities in which they are 

located. Revealing the richness and complexity of the landscape only to watch that landscape 

dissolve without any sort of renewal is somewhat disheartening. Peeling back the layers to 

expose the many years of built heritage produces invduable data. 

Landscapes are both material and symbolic, tangible and intangible. As Norton 

(1 989,2) States: "They are matenal in the sense that they comprise such things as senlements 

and they are symbolic in that they have meaning to humans." While the landscapes of the 

grain elevator and the lighthouse carry a great meaning to others, they carry personal, 

immense meaning to those located closest to them. Their functional purpose includes an 

econornic component for the farmer and an element of safety fbr the mariners, but theu 

presence also carries nostalgia and sentiment. There is connection between the people and 

their environment and there is also a connection between people and what is b d t  within that 

environment. The lighthouse and the grain elevator corne together in inextricable ways since 
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they are both part of efforts to survive and thrive within nature. They are part of efforts of 

humans to negotiate through the natural world. 

2.1 -1 Evolving Landscapes 
1 

The landscape is not king  but becorning. It is a result of a composite of processes 
which are continuous fiom the past through the present into the future. This 
composite is continuous even though its content and the proportion of different 
elements in it are constantly shiftulg and adjusting, sometimes approaching balance, 
but never quite achieving it (Eckbo l969,7). 

Such is the dynamic process of the human imprint on the land. Structures are built 

and structures are tom down. Artifacts are created and they are destroyed. Buildings are 

created and then modified physically and/or functionally. Generations come and go. With 

these changes occurring over t h e ,  reaction to the process is instrumental in determinhg how 

humans respond to their landscape. Some features are steadfast and human comection to 

these features may be fm. A s  these features adapt to changes in the physical or cultural 

environrnents, human attachment must also be accornmodating. Groth and Bressi (1 997,4) 

state that ordinary landscapes are important archives of social experience and cultural 

meaning. These landscapes reveal how people have used everyday space to establish their 

identity, to articulate their social relations, and to derive cultural meaning ((30th and Bressi 

1 997,1), as well as for practical, workaday purposes. Thus, while change is an inherent part 

of life that afFects al1 things, the continuity of familiar features on familiar landscapes aiiows 

the evolutionary process to go on. They continue to be a part of everyday space. 

The endurance of the lighthouse and the grain elevator thus far has corne about 

because of the durability of each structure to adapt accordingiy through the evolutionary 

process. The evolution of the lighthouse, in response to changes in marine safety, included 

a progression nom open flames, single lenses and wooden towers to multiple lenses, solar 

panels, and metal fiames. The evolution of the grain elevator, in response to changes in grain 
1 
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processing, included a progression fiom shoveling grain, cnbbed wooden structures and 

steam driven engines to metailic siding, concrete super-elevators and computer-operated 

weighing. It appears however, that the endurance of these structures is d g  out. While 

marine safety and grain processing are still part of theû respective industries, these activities 

function without the traditional Lighthouse and grain elevator, which were the foundation of 

such operations. Should the demise of the lighthouse and the grain elevator continue to 

occur without intemention, these particular landscapes will no longer exist, as their evolution 

will lead to their extinction. 

The World Heritage Cornmittee of UNESCO has a category of cultural landscapes 

called the "organicaily evolved landscape," the definition of which suggests that an evolving 

landscape results fiom an initial social, economic, administrative andlor religious imperative 

and has developed its present form by association with and in response to its natural 

environment (UNESCO 1994,39(ii)). Such landscapes reflect that process of evolution in 

their form and component features. Beneath this broader category is a reiict landscape that 

is defined as one formed by an evolutionary process which came to an end at some time in 

the past, either abruptly or over a period. Its significant distinguishing feahues, however, are 

still visible in material forrn (UNESCO 1994,39 (ii)). This is where the scenario begins to 

unravel. Lighthouses have been losing their lightkeepers and grain elevators have been 

closing for several decades, but they have remained on the landscape and therefore as part 

of the community. Now, they are behg eradicated ~ o m  their landscapes. What remains are 

subtle reminders of the past landscape: parts of the foundation of a building, the remnants 

of a fence, the discolored vegetation, suggesting a previous use of this site, and so on. But 

what also exists are the memones. 
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2.1.2 Memory 

Human memory is a collection of thousands of stones remembered because one 

cornposed them. While there are several ways that a story remains in one's merno& the key 

point is that once these stories are in memory, they are relied upon for aii that can be said and 

understood (Schank and Abelson I995,3). Memory plays an integral role in the continued 

existence of the grain elevator and the lighthouse as they face a certain demise. Once they 

are gone, they wilf exist in the min& of those who experienced them. Wbiie photos, 

paintings, videotape and other visual renditions may capture their existence, to experience 

them personally is to capture their essence. The concem with relying on memory is that it 

is fallible. Mernories can fade with the passing of tirne. The conditioned response to 

familiar sights and sounds lessens once they are no longer present. Another limitation with 

relying on memory is that most retrieved information is tinged wiîh a bit of ambiguity; 

memory is fallible. Humans, at least under some hypnotic conditions, have even shown 

uncertainty when retrieving well-leamed facts like their age, birthplace suid own name 

(Rokeach 1972). These uncertainties lead to questioning the mernories of others for the 

purposes ofjustification, rebuttal and elaboration. Humans use others to evaluate the quality 

of their own recall - to validate the accuracy of their memory, to detect any enors that have 

distorted their memory, and to fil1 in details they have lost (Ostrom 1989,216). Accepting 

people's memories at face value is another aspect to consider. It is not so much the issue that 

their memories would be false, but radier that people's memories are affected by their 

environment, and this could have a negative impact on the accuracy of the memory of an 

event. 

%chank and Abelson (1995,3) suggest that a story is kept in memory in one of thm ways: 
virtually al1 human knowledge is based on stories constructed around past experiences; new experimces 
are interpreted in terms of old stories; the content of story memories depends on whether and how they are 
told to others and these reconstituted memories form the basis of the individual's remembered self. 



The residue of an experience may be rnodified by post-experiences: whom one 

encounters, where one goes and what one does afier the expenence occurs and also by the 

background of the person to begin with. Human beings cany with them their own set of 

beliefs, values and ideals and this cultural baggage in combination with pst-experiences can 

alter the interpretation of an event. The smallest variation in any of these will result in a 

memory k ing  recalled in a certain way. This explains why two people may remember the 

same event in two different ways. 
/ 

Connerton (1989, 2), in his book How Societies Remember states that there is 

difficulty in extracthg our past from our present: not simply because factors tend to influence 

- or some might say distort - recollections of the past, but also because pst factors tend to 

influence, or distort, experiences of the present. Nonetheless, memones are treasured 

entities. They link the pst and the present and can be carried into the fûture. This becomes 

particularly important when the memory is of an entity that is no longer present It can be 

suggested that the grain elevator and lighthouse are en route to becoming only memones and 

it is important to recognize this. When they are no longer visible in the landscape, they will 

be retained in the rninds of those who experienced them. They wiil be retained more vividly 

if they are remembered by more than one person. Without the life-support system of gmup 

co~rmation, individual memones wither away (Hutton 1 993,6). Yet, individual images 

of the past are conditional. They are "remembered" only when they are located within 

conceptual structures that are defmed by communities at large. They become a part of a 

particular group's ideology and are reinforced by support fkom a network that recalls the 

same entity. Collective memory reinforces the existence of the entity king remembered. The 

more people conjuring up the same image, the more prominent the image will remain. M.C. 

Boyer sums up the notion of collective memory quite effectively: 



Collective memory is a current of continuous thought still moving in the present, still 
part of a group's active life, and these memones are multiple and dispersed, 
spectacular and ephemeral, not recollected and written down in one unified story. 
Instead, collective memories are supported by a group h e d  in space and time. 
They are relative to that specific cornmunity, not a universal history shared by many 
disparate groups (1 994,67). 

Landscape and memory are coupled together to exempl* the combination ofhuman 

surroundings and the irnprint that is made on those surroundings. Signüicant imprints are 

not easily forgotten. As well, when people becorne attached to particular features on the 

landscape, mernories are composed. Shoufd it be seen that the entire landscape tradition is 

the product of shared culture, it is by the same token a tradition built fkom a rich deposit of 

myths, mernories and obsessions (Scharna 1995, 14). History draws on memory and 

cultivates it in r e m  and fiom this mernory seeks to save the past in order to serve the 

present and the future (LeGoff 1992, 99). The grain elevator and the lighthouse have 

established themselves on the Canadian landscape and have been central components in the 

lives of those who corne in regular contact with them. In areas where the iighthouse or grain 

elevator have been removed, the local people are coming to te- with the loss of such 

familiar features. Once these prominent icons are gone, they ody exist in the minds of those 

who witnessed their existence, stimulated by paraphedia and photos which arouse 

memories. The old cliché "a picture is worth a thousand words," holds true when an image 

prompts the memory of expenences relating to the subject in the photo. Yet a photo of a 

grain elevator or lighthouse is not the acnial memory. A memory is conjured up in the min& 

and how a familiar feature upon the landscape is chosen to be remembered is dependent upon 

the circumstances that surround the individual who is remembering. It c a .  only be validated 

by those who have expenenced them, and have retained a direct rnemory of the fature. 



2.2 Sense of Place and Identity 

How does space become place? By king named: as the flows of power and 
negotiations of social relations are rendered in the concrete form of architecture and 
a h ,  of course, by embodying the symbolic and imaglliary investments of a 
population. Place is space to which meaning has been ascribed (Carter and Squires 
1993, xii). 

Another predominant theme within this research is the concept of sense of place, 

loosely defined as "the personality of a location" ((30th and Bressi, 199T). People view 

"sense of place" as an aesthetic concept but often settle for "the personality of a location" as 

a way of defining it (Hayden 1997,112). Ident-g those places which have sorne personal 

meaning includes identifjhg the human-made elements put on them: the buman imprint. 

Understanding how humans interpret a sense of place is centrai in this research. 

Furthemore, understanding how the grain elevator and lighthouse express regional identity 

reveals the signiflcance of these icons to the local people. How these features are perceived 

outside of the locality is also important in studying the ment of these icons. 

Sense of place is not merely a phenornenon that exists in the min& of individuals but 

one that develops fiom and becomes part of everyday life and experience (Eyles 1985,4). 

As humans interact with the land and develop bonds to particdar places, a sense of 

belonging and ownership is revealed. A strong connection to a place also brings forth 

sentiments of possession, pnde and responsibility. Developing one's space or place is 

personal, therefore it is natural to protect it. A sense of place also cornes f?om feeling 

"rooted," fiom having a sense that a certain place can be caIied "home." Porteous (1990) 

refers to this as the homescape. It is the place where one fmds security and identity. This 

attachment does not involve only detailed knowledge and farniliarity of a place, but aiso 

involves a sense of deep care and concem for that place. This may be interpreted in many 

ways, but in the context of this research the main perspective is that of those connectai to 

the spaces in which they live and to the features that are part of their smundings. 
/ 



The idea of feeling rooted and having significant ties to a place is a part of our 

existence. Every human strives to be complete and this comes in part fiom havhg a 

foundation fkom which to build. As Simon Weil has profoundly observed, 

To be rooted is perhaps the most important and least recognized need of the human 
soul. It is one of the hardest things to define. A human king has mots by virtue of 
his reai, active and natural participation in the life of the cornmunity, which preserves 
in living shape certain particular expectations for the fùture. This participation is a 
n a d  one in the sense that it is automatically brought about by place, conditions of 
birth, profession and social sunoundings. Every human k i n g  needs to have multiple 
roots. It is necessary for him to draw well-nigh the whole of his moral, intellectual 
and spiritual way of life by way of the environment of which he forms a part (1955, 
53). 

I 

J. B. Jackson (1994), in his book A Sense of Place, A Sense of Tirne, theorizes that 

a sense of place is something that humans create over the course of tirne. It is the result of 

habit or custom or event. He suggests that a sense of place, a sense of being at home in a 

town or city, grows as people become accustomed to it and learn to know its peculiarities. 

A sense of place may also come fiom person's response to features which are " h d y "  there 

- an appealing natural setting or well-designed architecture for example. This alternative 

belief also suggests that a sense of place comes fiom king in an unusual composition of 

spaces and forms - natural or hurnan-made (Jackson 1994, 15 1). Both are valid and 

examples can be found to support both. In any place, be it town, community, village, hamlet 

or neighbourhood, there are people who have spent their lives in one location and have 

contributed significantly to making the place what it is. ~his"wou1d favour Jackson's 

interpretation. Also, in the same place there are people who do not have the same tie, but 

who over tirne, have come to regard a place as "theirs," as they become accustomed and 

connected to what is already there. 

What establishes a "sense of place"? What is it that stirs emotions deep within human 

beings urging them to become connected to the space which they inhabit? It is the notion 



of wanting to belong, of wanting to be associated with something to which one can 

contribute, shape, form and change. It is something that is thought to always be there and 

therefore is stable. Having a strong sense of place about a particular area is knowing a place 

in intimate detail. For the most part, having a strong sense of place is viewed as a positive 

expenence, one which stirs up feelings of sentiment and nostaigia 

A place does not simply appear on the landscape, complete with its network of 

people, patterns and processes. Rather it develops over t h e ,  with input and contributions 

made by those who wish to settle or make some sort of tie to the land. Developing a place 

fiom its origins uitimately creates definite knowledge and a sense of place. Time is the 

element that allows one to build a sense of place. Over tirne, memones are created, a past 

exists and a rooted sense of place evolves. Places are important sources of individual and 

communal identity and are ofien the focal point of complex emotional ties. Human 

relationships to place are just as fundamental and diverse as human relationships with other 

people. Tuan shares these sentiments as he States: "awareness of the past is an important 

element in the love of place. Patriotic rhetoric has always stressed the mots of a people" 

(1974, 99). Loyalty, which grows out of a strong, positive sense of place, is emphasized 

when tradition is established. History allows those who have not experienced a sense of a 

particular place to understand the basis from which the curent place has evolved. Thus 

memories contribute greatly to sense of place. They keep a place alive, even if it disappears. 

Places make memories cohere in complex ways. Dolores Hayden (1997,133) in her research 

on urban landscape history argues that people's attachments to places are material, social and 

imaginative, and that these are necessary dimensions fiom which new projects and new 

histones should be created. 

Memories of a place conjure up feelings of nostalgia. A nostalgie sense of place is 

one dominated by feelings toward the place at some tirne other than the present. It involves, 

therefore, looking back. Feelings about the place are based on the past and in particular, 
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these feelings are shaped by particular events that occurred in the past and which colour and 

shape an individual's current appreciation of place (Eyles 1985, 124). How one interprets 

the p s t ,  is how one views the present. There are certain reservations about this. Events 

fiom the past c a .  cloud the judgement of how one views the present and the response can 

either be positive or negative. Events that hinder the growth and development of a place are 

detrimental to its suvival. Events ba t  promote growth are seen to be positive, yet they can 

also wntribute to its demise. When people become attached to a person, place or object, it 

is difficult to separate the attachment to the entity, but more dinicult is the realization that 

not al1 things are meant to withstand the test of time. In certain cases, people move on, 

places change and objects are removed. It is when these people, places and objects becorne 

endangered that emotions surface, despite the imminence of theu survival or demise. 

The catalyst that converts any physical location into a place is the process of 

experiencing deeply. A place is a piece of the whole environment that has k e n  claimed by 

feelings (Gussow 1971, 27). Having strong feelings for a particular space allows an 

individual to be connected to the place, to recognize it as one's own. Sentiments that are tied 

into one's place are developed through countless events and experiences. Understanding the 

essence of these events and experiences is necessary for the evolution of a sense of place. 

The 'nostalgic' sense of place involves looking back at the pleasant occurrences fiom the 

ps t .  This looking back does not necessarily involve fantasking about the past or 

misrepresenting the present, but it does firmly locate the sources of identity in the past (Eyles 

1985, 133). 

Space is permeated with social relations; it is not only supported by social relations, 

but it also produces and is produced by social relations (Hayden 1997, 132). A sense of 

place is reinforced by the collective. Members of a neighbourhood, community or town have 

commonalities that reflect both their individual and cumulative beliefs and values. Strong 

attachments to a place can be shared with those having similar sentiments. Having a sense 



of place is knowing what a place is about and sharing a common perception of a place 

enhances the experience one has of the place. Being tied to a pl& involves stability and a 

sense of investment in the land because one's weil king and survival depend on it. The area 

in which one is most interactive is the space defined for developing strong associations. 

Being tied to place means understanding the environment close to where you live but not 

beyond it (Hough 1990,35). Yet, on the contrary, it may be argued that one cannot know a 

place unless one knows of other places. Either way this creates a unique and dynamic 

situation. Those living in close proximity ofien share similar views, beliefs and opinions.' 

The sunival of the place in which they live and space that they share is dependent on the 

collaboration of each individual and the group as a whole, to work together for the greater 

benefit of the cornmunit-. 

As previously suggested in referring to the concept of homescapes, the reality of the 

situation is that these places, once viewed as a source of security and identity, are 

increasingly being associated with insecurity and routine (Widdis 1995, 20). The rural 

cornmunity is no longer secure. And this is where the essence of "sense of place" seems 

most vibrant. While cities and urban areas settings have their own sense of place that c m  

be quite compelling, the small cornmunity is the f o r e m e r  in conjuring up awareness, pride 

and recognition. However, the exodus of people, especially the young, is creating a relic 

landscape of abandonment. With the demise of the small town comes the demise of a sense 

of place, since a sense of place involves a connection to the various entities that make up a 

smail town. When ail that is familiar starts to disintepte, possession, pride and 

responsibility of caring for a certain piace dissipates as well. Often it is not until their 

everyday landscapes are to be changed by development, or littie changes begin to erode their 

integrity that local interest and pride surface more noticeably (~dmmon Ground for Rurai 

' This ir not always the case, as in the example of Northem ireland, w h m  civü unrest has existed 
for centuries and continues to divide cities, towns and even families. 



Action 1993). Humans do not always acknowledge their own local and ordinary history 

initially. Such reaction can be seen with the impending threat on the statu of the lighthouse 

and grain elevator on the Canadian landscape. However, residents in local commuaities and 

surrounding areas are pdling together to protect what they feel is an integral part of theu 

community. The loss of familiar icons fiom the local landscape wrecks havoc with identity 

and sense of place. ifthe features that one associates with are removed, then one's sense of 

place and inevitably one's identity is weakened because these features represent part of the 

community and often part of the past. It becornes necessary to identie what is valuable in 

the community before they becorne threatened. Often, it is only when they are threatened that 

a comrnunity cornes to see their value. 

Regional identity is characterized by understanding how a place can be experienced. 

How one perceives the identity of a region will depend on whether one is local or non-local, 

each with different ways of understanding it. The markers, reference points, boundaries and 

other symbols of everyday expenence may be unseen or not understood by outsiders. But 

for those who live there, these things are what gives a place its meaning and relevame 

(Hough 1990, 18). It has to do with where one stays, where one's roots are and 

consequently with where long-standing social traditions can develop (Hough 1990, 58). 

There are as many identities of place as there are people. Identity lies with the beholder, but 

as individuals assign an identity to a particular place, these identities are nevertheless 

combined unpredictably to f o m  a common identity. To be inside a place is to belong to it 

and to identi@ with it and the more profoundly inside one is, the stronger is this identity with 

the place (Relph 1976,49). 

uigold (1980) introduces a new sense of place which he calls "dwelling place" - 

which is neither primary nor secondary, it is simpl y there as a part of 'W' (Thrift 1997,196). 

Place serves as the condition for al1 existing things (Casey 1993,15). It is something that is 

constantly produced with othen, as time passes. Being c o ~ e c t e d  to a place means having 



ties to what is contained within that space. A place cannot be bought; it must be shaped, 

usually over long periods of t h e ,  by the common affairs of men and women (Heckshcer, 

cited in Brett 1970,140). nie belief that everyday occurrences transform abstract spaces into 

definite places is certain and seems to be a common thread throughout the philosophy 

surrounding sense of place and identity. R e m t s  from those occurrences are part of the 

landscape, and hence an integral component of one's identity and recognition of sense of 

place. Cues from the built environment arouse feelings of connectedness and nostalgia, and 

further elicit a strong attachment to sense of place. 

The lighthouse and grain elevator carry with them strong sentiments of place and 

exist as trademarks of a way of life. They are visible identifiers of communities and of 

human presence in an otherwise removed and desolate landscape. For the lighthouse, the 

connection to place and identity is derived fiom the dependence of the some of the local 

people on it for guidance and safety. It has become an integral element in many coastal 

comrnunities that have made their livelihood fiom the water. For the grain elevator, the 

comection of place and identity is founded on the need to have adequate grain facilities in 

d communities. A grain elevator identifies the location of a community fiom far in the 

distance. Many Prairie communities were built up around the grain elevators; therefore they 

are the foundation of the existence of these rural areas. The lighthouse and grain elevator 

give Canada's coastlines and Prairie region meaning. The strong attachment to place and the 

distinct identity of the people fkom the regions where these structures are exhibited, show the 

capacity in which the lighthouse md grain elevator remain monumental. 

23 Landmarks 

Recognizing human-made features which are visible on the land and have important 

connections to the people who associate with them, allows one to distinguish between the 

terminology used to describe such features. Zconî, symbols and landmurks are te= ofien 



used interchangeably . However, their de finitions suggest they are not necessarily 

synonymous. The Oxford English Dictionary (1994) provides the following definitions: 

Icon: an image or a statue 
Sym bol: a thing regarded as suggesting something or embodying certain characteristics; a 
mark or sign with a speciai meaning. ; 

Landmark: a conspicuous and easily recognized feature of a landscape; an event that 
marks a stage or change in the history of something. 

Scholars writing on the subject of iconography and symbolism include Mitchell 

(1 980, 1 %6), Cosgrove (1 984), Cosgrove and Daniels (1 %8), Appleton (1 WO), Daniels 

(1 993), Schama (1995), Osborne (1 998). Their interpretations of how these concepts are 

portrayed in the real world are typically defmed through the artistic and literary landscape, 

and are less concemed with more familiar features. Those entities are recognized because 

the features can be seen to have sorne characteristic of reverence or sacredness. Those 

features which are regular and ordinary, and are part of the everyday are seldom identified 

by their creators initially as icons or symbols. They do not fit the glorified idea or the exact 

criteria of those definitions. However, that which is part of the everyday landscape is 

cornmonplace, and is ultimately safeguarded by tradition. People are deeply connecteci to 

ordinary, recognizable feanires. Yet to non-locals these features initially take on an iconic 

character because they are a dominant feature in a distinctive landscape. The definition 

associated with the term landmark seems to be more adequately suited to what is implied and 

understood in studying the lighthouse and grain elevator in this research. While both features 

can be considered regional icons in their own sense, they become so essentially through their 

depletion. The increasing rarity of the lighthouse and grain elevator on the landscape makes 

them sacred objects. In recognition of their connection to the communities and their 

contribution to their respective industries they are becoming revered. The result is an 

elevation of the profane into the sacred, with the ordinary becoming extra-ordinary. 

Lighthouses and grain elevators have not always been symbols in their regions, because they 
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were fuoctional structures, rather than buildings to be idolized. Yet the idea of their being 

admirable symbols in their respective regions would not be disputed. As with the 

transformation fiom an everyday feaîure to a significant icon, the same fate is awarded to an 

everyday featute becoming a symbol. That which becomes a symbol gains momentum over 

tirne, as the sense of the passing of an era occurs. The lighthouse and grain elevator have 

always existed as landmark, fiom the tirne they were built and recognized as distinguishing 

fatures in their respective regions to the present, They have not evolved into landmarks ia 

the same way that they have becorne icons or symbols. It is through the transition fiom an 

ordinary, everyday landscape to a threatened, depleting landscape that these landmarks have 

become iconofid and thus huned into symbols. Nonetheless, the second meanhg of a 

landmark, as given in the Oxford English Dictionary (1 994), also indicates a transition. It 

is interesting that part of the defbition suggests a change in history. The roles of the 

lighthouse and grain elevator have dramatically changed in function as the demand for their 

services has diminished. Thus, while they are easily identified and observed within their 

respective regions, they are dso part of the evolution of economy and industry, which 

continues to reduce their usefulness, thus making their existence redundant. 

Grain elevators and lighthouses were origindly intended to be more utilitarian by 

nature rather than aesthetically pleasing. Walter Herbert (1 933) described the Prairie grain 

elevator as "a bit drab and ugly" and that "architecturally, the country elevator is nothing to 

inspire delight." The lighthouse design was "structural and utilitarian" (Kalman 1994,200). 

They were built to serve the communities in which they stood or were located close to. It 

seems ody  recently, d e r  time has passed and their current existence is threatened, that the 

rugged appearance of these structures is seen as "beauty," as something to be preserved. Le 

Corbusier, the famed French architect, was fascinated with the grain elevator, perhaps 

intrigued with the sense of its abstraction: with the complete elimination of dl u ~ e c e s s a r y  

decoration, standing vertical on a horizontal, featureless background (Saversides 1997,24). 
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Yet one can argue that the grain elevator and lighthouse should be considered as high 

architecture. They fit this definition because they are "structures that have been consciously 

designed with specific models or ideals in mind" (Kalman 1994, vii). Grain elevators were 

al1 made from a standard design that varied little in appearance, while lighthouses varied in 

shape, size and building matenal, but each type was built under the same guise. However, 

being utilitarian in their function and vernacular in how they can be perceived, the case for 

high architecture can be disputed. 

Architecture is also defined as an expression of the values of the people who build 

it (Kalman 1994, ix). It is both the design and the expression of a culture and the interaction 

of humans with their environment, to produce shelter and buildings for their activities. It is 

not limited to the pst-modem expressions of renowned architects, or to monumental designs 

of previous eras. The grain elevator and lighthouse can therefore be defined as representative 

architecture of the people who built it and the people who use it. As Kalman (1 994, vii) 

States: "Canada is made up of people in al1 walks of Me, and our history can be told only by 

appreciating everybody s architecture." 

People become attached to landmarks that are part of their everyday landscape 

because they are familiar, thus offering security. These features also stand vertical on a 

horizontal landscape, O ften the most visible component of the landscape. These landmarks 
I 

act as reassurance that while the world rnight be changing fast and quickly around them - 
some thiogs do remain the sarne. Seeing that grain elevator and the lighthouse remah 

standing, withstanding the test of tirne, helps to explain their iconification. 

As discussed in the previous sections on landscape, memory, sense of piace and 

identity, the attachment people have to a place can, in part, be attributed to the tangible 

components within it. Often, these components have been put there by the people, thus 

creating an enduring bond. On the basis of their position and prominence, however, these 

components also corne to be central in the lives of al1 those who encounter them. Landmarks 
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or "place icons" represent peoples' mernories and values and t h e ~ b y  make the experience 

of place more persod and more intimate (Hull et al. 1994, 1 18). 

'ïheir importance is obvious fiorn their signincance as regular features that are part 

of the surroundings. To those who experience lighthouses and grain elevators on a daily 

basis, by way of use or simply through their existence, the grandeur of such structures is 

obscured by their regularity. They are part of the daily experiences of the local people. They 

are cornmonplace. Landmarks seem to be valued because, on theu recokction andfor 

expenence, they evoke desired emotional states. This ties in with the understanding of 

nostalgia and the feelings that certain features, or landrnarks, can arouse. The memones 

associated with a place icon and triggered by its encounter/recall may have the power to 

trigger emotional states previously experienced and associated with past events (Hull et al. 

1 994, 1 1 6). Thus the ideology cornes full circle. What can be infened fiom the writings of 

scholars on memory, landscape, identity, sense of place and landmarks is that there are firm 

personal connections to components built upon the land and a compelling human need or 

desire to continue experiencing them. That which fomis part of the everyday landscape 

offers security and stability. A familiar lmdmark has an ovenvhelming presence in its local 

vicinity because it is somethiug to which everyone in the region can relate. Its contribution 

to local people's identity is exceptional. 

Grain elevators and lighthouses are easily recognized landmarks in their respective 

regions. The Iighthouse as an icon of safety to the mariner and the grain elevator as an icon 

of survival in the famr economy are indisputable. Yet there are other landmarks that have 

succumbed to the pressures of changing economies and modernization. OId mills and 

minuig h e s ,  fishing stages and whawes, covered bridges and barns are some of the 

industrial and economic landrnarks facing inevitable misfortune as time passes. Although 

purposefbl in the pst,  these landmarks have been pushed aside as more convenient methods 

have evolved. Without the landmarks of our lives, without these physical links to what was 
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seen as a better past, direction into the future seems clouded (Palu and Angus 1999,28). 

Many of these landmarks have been written about: Arthur and Witney (1972) produced a 

book about the barn; Palu and Angus (1999) have written about mining fiames in northem 

Ontario; Dommasch (1 986), Everitt (1 992, 1993, 1999, Silversides (1 997), McDomell 

(1 999) to name a few, have written about the Prairie grain elevator; Bush (1 979, Barrett and 

Thurston (1 993), Molloy (1 994), Meniere  (1 996), Baird (1 999a) and others have looked 

at the place of the Iighthouse in Canada; and Pocius (1990) bas written about the loss of 

fishing stages and flakes fiorn dying fishing communities on the Atlantic coast. Each 

identifies the significance of thei respective features and the impact of their presence in the 

local communities. The irony of the situation is that these landmarks are now in decay, yet 

they fom part of the romantic landscape. These symbols of human conflict against an 

overwhelming nature now seem to r e m  thernselves to nature as romantic niins (Sears 1989, 

208). Once their economical existence becomes redundant, the landmarks of our lives are 

in jeopardy of becoming linle more than romantic ruins. From a local perspective the 

presence of thesz landmarks is a necessary component in the daily relations of the 

cornmunity. From a regional and national level the presence of these features may be viewed 

as part of the fundamental foundation for the econornic base of the country. 

When a landmark loses its practical use, it risks being removed, destroyed or 

demolished. OAen people are attached to the feature and they do not wish to see it 

eliminated. Efforts are directed towards preservation - salvaging the feaîure so that future 

generations can also expenence, enjoy and relate to it in its entirety. These landmarks 

represent part of the past. As historic structures they are a tangible form of evidence of the 

past and are thus a resource that should not be wasted or treated casually or negligently. 

Their very tangibility separates them fiom historic texts and media representations (Barthel 

1996,2). The preservation of industrial structures is most often justified by terms of their 

histoncal importance. However this is dependent upon the perspective. From a local 
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perspective, each landmark has redemptive value, which may not be obvious fkom a larger 

regional or national perspective. Comparing the value of one landmark to another must be 

done with discretion and poignancy. But regardless of the perspective, there is a sense of 

impending loss among al1 those concemed if care is not taken to safeguard the object (Marris 

1974). Future generations will sense an incompleteness if they do not have direct links to 

the objects of their past; if they cannot see them for themselves. The sense of urgency is 

spurred by actual los,  especially when campaigns for their preservation have been mounted 

(Barthel l996,63). This sense of urgency has come about rather quickly as grain companies 

close a significant number of their older elevators. Meanwhile, the Coast Guard has come 

under increasing pressure to dispose of their surplus lighthouses more efficiently than in the 

past and these too, are beginning to decrease in numbers more abruptly. Landmarks that 

were thought to be perpenial are no longer permanent fixtures in the communities. Such is 

the case for a number of landmarks today -barns, grain elevators, lighthows, mining fiames, 

iron foundries -where people are stniggling to keep them standing on the Canadian 

landscape. 

23.1 Industrial Heritage 

Industrial heritage may be interpreted to be a collaboration of concepts. A l h y  and 

Putnam (1 992,l) demonstrate this in attempting to answer the questions: What is indusaial 

heritage and what does managing industrial heritage involve? Their answer identifies an 
/ 

open definition that leaves much room for interpretation and is inclusive of many features. 

They consider six points in identifj4ng industrial heritage and its management which 

includes: piecing together the remnants of long-lost (or not so Iong-lost) industry to 

understand how it fûnctioned; protecting and caring for buildings, sites and machinery 

because of their technical, histoncal or aesthetic interest; fkding new uses for redundant but 

irreplaceable elements of the industrial landscape; r e s t o ~ g  disused machinexy and working 
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practices to use; recording the knowledge, skills and experience of industrial populations; 

using the results of the above to show how past generations lived and worked 

Other scholarly writing on industnal heritage focuses an interpretation of industrial 

heritage to include primarily "hard-core" facilities and their artifacts, such as milis, 

ironworks, coal mines and engine houses (See Trinder 1982, Neweli and Greenhiil 1989). 

Similarly, K h a n  (1 994,470) identifies industrial buildings as "factories, foundries, miils 

and windmills." Thus, the open definition conceived by &y and Putnam takes more into 

perspective and it is fiom this view that the grain elevator and lighthouse ease into the picture 

as part of the industrial landscape. 

Diane Barthel, in her book Historie Preservation: collective memory and historical 

identity, comparatively describes industrial landmarks as patriotic shrines (1996, 64). 

industrial sites and their associated architecture provide opportunity for people to pay respect 

to the economic achievements of the nation. They are part of the process of extracting the 

country's natural resources. Natural resources have begun to deplete rather quickly, perhaps 

because methods of obtaining them have become more efficient, to meet and satis@ 

demands. hdustry of the early twentieth century is seen to be less than adept. However, the 

impulse to explicitiy recognize the %aditional" industrial landscape may get stronger as  

industrial rnight grows weaker. Industry is constantly shifting and transforming in response 

to the economy. The shifting and transfomiing is pushing the very structures that have made 

industry what it is today into a state of decline. Older, slower, less technical devices are 

overshadowed by newer, façter, computerized mechanisms. But most of the advanced 

systems tend to lack character and personality, perhaps in the same way that older stnichlres 

were viewed when they first appeared. However, the newer innovations have noticeably less 

human interaction, which tends to be validated by the resulting convenience. Thus, there are 

inherent contradictions in attitudes toward the contemporary landscape. Hough (1 990,124) 

shares these sentiments. Some tend to reject the new industrial forms while at the same time 
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find beauty and appropriateness in early and more primitive expressions of technology. 

Hough suggests that glorirjuig the past will ensure the survival of redundant technologies. 

A key point raised by Alfiey and Putnam in conserving and preserving industnal 

heritage is the need to keep industrial remains contextualized by recognkhg the complex of 

buildings, structures and artifacts that make up the industrial landscape. Selection by single 

item may not be responsive to context, to the complexity of form and the intercomections 

which characterize industrial iandscapes and buildings (1992, 9). Identifjlng each 

cornponent in relation to each other and to its sumoundings c&s a cornpiete picture. 

Observing the grain elevator and lighthouse fiom this viewpoint reveals much about the site 

and situation of these features. In isolation, they are not perceived in the same way as they 

would fiom the perspective that includes their surroundhg land-. In isolation, their 

contribution to the local landscapes is excluded. The evoiution that occurs is not only of the 

features themselves, but of the landscapes of which they are part and which they form. 

2.4 Preservation 

The idea of preserving something carries with it the cornotation of protecting, 

safeguarding, securing a particular entity. Preservation means to keep safe or to keep in an 

unchanged condition (Oxford Engiish Dictionary, 1994). Prince includes the foilowing 

passage for preservation in the Dictionary of Human Geo-hy (1989,366) : 

Preservation: saving relict features in the human landscape (typically in the built 
environment) preferably by maintaining an old structure in good repair without hiding 
obvious signs of aging. Preservation eschews substitution and revival. In its broadest 
sense, preservation embraces the collecting of artifacts that provide material evidence 
for constructive and destructive human activities in the ps t .  



35 

The underfyulg message fiom these two interpretations involves keeping or saving 

features in their originai form. According to Barthel (1996, 46), preservation Mpiies the 

maintenance of the artifact in the same physical condition as when it was identifieci. Notbing 

is added or subtracted fiom the aesthetic qualities of the artifact. Any interventions necessary 

to preserve its physical integrity should be visually unobtnisive. There are varying degrees 

of preservation, some of which adhere to Barthel's stringent interpretation, while others are 

more lenient, and involve simply keeping the entity d e .  

The notion of preserving that which has geat sentiment carries with it connotations 

of nostalgia and emotion. Identifjmg sustainable features discloses the considerable value 

placed on them. Ensuring the existence of today's landmarks for future generations is the 

c m  of presemation. By holding ont0 what is familiar, the essence of our everyday lives wiii 

endure. 

Beyond the definitions and interpretations of the concept of preservation, there are 

two avenues which take into account different circumstances for considering preservation 

techniques. The h t  includes keeping and maintainhg an entity that is still part of a 

functioning landscape. Many heritage homes and railway stations for example, are still 

operating as originally designed and are being preserved as they were intended to be w d  

when fmt built. The second avenue of preservation involves assessing features which have 

lost their intended function but nevertheless remain on the landscape. The concern in these 

cases is that these features, which include lighthouses and grain eievators cannot remain on 

the landscape without regular maintenance and repair. They cannot be ieft in a state of 

dilapidation. Options in this case are to stabilize the structure and let it be, or fïnd adaptive 

uses for the building so that it cm continue to funftion albeit with a different purpose. 
/ 

To suggest that preservation efforts be successfbi in every way without intervention 

of any sort is improbable. Some modification is required to maintain a feature whose 

structure will have undoubtedly deteriorated over the years since its construction. Leaving 



a landmark to remain as it is, where it is, will in many cases compromise its integrity. 

Industrial landmarks require regular maintenance and upkeep while they are functioning. 

Necessary maintenance and repairs are required whether the building is in use or  not. 

Adaptive use is often the only econornic way in which old buildings can be oustaineci. 

Adapting them to the requirements of new tenants c m  sometimes involve fairly radical 

interventions, but can also be done so as to preserve the integrit$ of the features (Barthel 

1996,47). It can be diff?cult however, to find adaptive uses for many industrial landnisrks. 

Consider the options for adapting a grain elevator or mining £iame. Aside Erom presening 

them as life size museums of what they are, the options for practical conversions are limited. 

Another consideration is the relevance of situation. An abandoned warehouse in a big city 

could be easily adapted to make loft apartments or office space, but the demand for such 

provisions would not be necessary in a small rural community. Identifjing a potentid muse 

for a structure is an obvious hindrance in the process, however determining the need or 

feasibility of such adaption proves to be a more impeding obstacle to overcome. 

Lighthouses and grain elevators tend to be situated in rural areas, ofien distant fiom major 

rural centres. Recent trends of out-migration fiom smaller rural communities do not invite 

new infrsistnicture and therefore limit the potential of these buildihgs for reuse. In deciding 

whether or not a particular landmark is suited for conversion, the issue of integr@ must 

remain at the forefiont. In the context of preservation, integrity is the appropriateness of the 

development of an artifact or site such that the genuineness of the site or artifact is not 

compromised (Boniface 1995,81). It concems itself with preserving a feature so that it is 

representative of what it stands for. In situations where adaptive use occurs, the change to 

the cultural resource shouid complement rather than scar the original function or purpose of 

the feature. 

There is a growing realization that all old buildings have a certain value - 
econornically, scenographicdly, sentimentally, and not merely those whose histoncity or 
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artistic value is already established (Barthel 1996, 169). The landmarks that exist on the 

everyday landscape are valuable not only to those closest to them, but to those who have yet 

to experience them. They must persevere so that the past might have a future. Leaving 

remnants of the past visible for those who have yet to experience them ensures the survival 

of an accurate record of a particular way of life. Keeping the buih heritage visible and intact 

may not be an easy task. As industries change and economies shifl, the place of each 

landmark may becorne M e r  jeopardized. The importance of each building needs to be 

assessed before irreversible measures are taken. 

Each rurai area has groups of buildings and landscapes that its residents consider 

important because they are pleasant to look at, because they havebeen an integral part of a 

rural way of life or because they evoke familiar and comforting associations of family and 

community (Stokes 1989,37). Protecting these buildings and landscapes conserves tangible 

and visible links with a community's past. in addition, this protection preserves ptaces that 

are important parts of a community's identity and retains important resources that may 

provide historicai information about how an area was settled, developed or declined. With 

this reasonùig it is apparent why efforts to preserve need to be a necessary part of society. 

And at various levels of society, preservation efforts are ongoing. Many communities have 

formed preservation societies to raise awareness locally about specific lmdmarks, important 

sites and even entire towns. Govemments, including municipal preservation divisions, 

provincial culture and heritage departrnents, and the federal Department of Canadian 

Heritage through Parks Canada and the Histonc Sites and Moniunents Board have k e n  

making concerted efforts to identify significant features to be officially recognized and to 

develop programs to protect them. Other organizations such as provincial presewation 

societies, Heritage Canadaand ICOMOS Canada have identified areas where attention needs 

to be directed and are also following through with a number initiatives. 



Implementing methods of presening landscape features such as landmarks can only 

be worthwhile if there is support fkom those aec ted  by the outcome. Decisions regardhg 

changes, adaptions and removal need to be understood and accepted primarily by the local 

people who are closest to the feature on a regular basis. While locals may be aware of the 

need for preservation efforts, theù awareness may not escalate into action without guidance 

fkom authorities. Nonetheless, the idea of preservation must begin at the Street level and 

work upward, d e r  than at the federal or provincial level working down. As Falkner (1 977, 

19) states: "It is the citizen in the community who is the best judge of the value of his 

inheritance, who most appreciates the buildings in his environment and who, in the W 

analysis, will be the biggest loser without his or her pst." 

It is more effective when the features being preserved have strong meaning to the 

Iocal people £kt. The distinction of a landmark is magnified when its greatest supporters 

are those closely affiliated to it and the loss of important features can be detrimental to a 

community's character. However, the dilemma remains as to how srnail communities c m  

soleIy afTord to keep their landmarks, once they have Iost their pragmattic function. Ideally, 

al1 significant landmarks should be preserved, but realistically this is not feasible. Funding 

for such projects is rarely readily available at any level - local, provincial or federal. 

Large scale, coordinated preservation efforts to protect various facets of the built 

landscape have been ongoing since the early 1900s. As increasing awareness of the 

significance of landmarks, buildings and other physical entities has grown, action is king 

taken to investigate the potential of these feahues before they are changed or removeci. 

While these sites are being investigated, this does not ensure that they wiii be preserveà. 

Matters of cost, efficiency and convenience play major roles in the outcome of such 

assessments. Because presexvation efforts are costly and are perceiveci by some as a luxury, 

there needs to be a level of public support. However, once local people are on side, initiating 
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efforts to protect and d e p i r d  elements of the past becomes a joint responsibility and the 

preservation of everyday landmarks wiil be seen as imperative. 

2.5 Summary 

The main puits from the themes discussed in this chapter comect with each other 

on several levels. Landscapes are interpreted based on experiences f?om the past which are 

cultivated and stored in memory. Subdued mernories affect the way in which people, places 

and processes are interpreted. Those having similar backgrounds and shared experiences 

develop a cornmon bond, which perpetuates a feeling of sense of place. Having a rooted 

sense of place involves understanding the foundation fiom which characteristics of a 

community originatted, and can be ascertained by incorporating objects on the landsçape with 

mernories Fom the ps t .  Observing the built component of the landscape and recognizing 

the potential of each artifact for its contribution to developing a sense of place, tells much 

about the people who created them. This M e r  suggests the importance of preserving 

elements that are representative of signif~cant components of the p a s  as they reveal pertinent 

details about the relationship between humans and nature. Components are deemed 

significant partly by attachrnent of the local people to them, by the role they play 

fûnctionally, visually and aesthetically and through their connection with the past. Places 

develop personal meaning through interactions between humans add their environment. The 

lighthouse and grain elevator were built in response to human presence in nature. The need 

to navigate safely on the water and store abundant grain crops suggests the ability of humans 

to adapt to their local surroundings and inevitably conform with nature. 

Examining the position of the lighthouse and grain elevator in their regional contexts 

through theones of landscape and rnemory, sense of place and identity, and landmarks and 

preservation peels back the layers of tirne, place, and circumstance to reveal an infiastnicture 

of individuality, wmmunity, and regionalism. It is through the theoretical facets identifie4 
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that the simplicity of these landmarks - and others like them such as barns, mining h e s ,  

silos, and fishing stages - in their ordinary, everyday existence are seen to be at the 

foundation of human culture and heritage. 



Chapter 3: Grain Elevators 

This chapter maps out the origins of the country elevator on the Canadian landscape. 

It begins by iden-g the various factors that contributed to the settlement of the Prairies, 

the building of the milway and subsequent development of the elevator system. A 

phenomenal number of elevatoa s d a c e d  on the Prairies during the golden era of grain 

handling, between the 1920s and 1930s. However, this boom did not 1st. Changes within 

the grain companies, railway systems, dong with technological and economic changes 

resulted in the consolidation of elevators and abandonment of branch lines. Currently, 

country elevators are king demolished before there is time to consider alternative uses or 

preservation strategies. The last section of this chapter investigates two communities in 

eastern Saskatchewan which have lost their last grain elevators over the last two years, and 

how the removd of such distinct landmarks nom the local landscape has affkcted their sense 

of place and identity. Additional research was done in western Manitoba, where a local 

heritage committee has undertaken the immense task of p r e s e ~ n g  a row of five vintage 

elevators. This part of the research focusses on the Inglis elevators as an unprecedented 

example of country elevator preservation of this magnitude. This c6apter recognizes the grain 

elevator as a unique landmark, and its contribution to the areas in which it is found m e r  

impresses its significance on the Canadian landscape, and thus, its contribution to Canadian 

identity. This is discussed in more detail in Chapter Five. 

3.1 The Beginning 

The small-tom Prairie landscape dominated by ever-present gmin elevators is 

perhaps the most widely held image of this region. Notwithstanding the utilitarian nature of 

their existence, country elevaton have remained the most significant architecturai landmark 

on the Prairies since the late nineteenth century. Grain elevators have been called "Prairie 

cathedrals," "Prairie sentinels," "Prairie slqscrapers," and c'castles of the New WorlQ" but 
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what they tnily represent was the progress of settlement and of the grain trade industry in 

their day. The contribution of the country elevator, now referred to as the primary elevator, 

to the grain indu- since its inception on the Canadian landscape almost one-hundred and 

twenty years ago is quite remarkable. The grain elevator r e v o l u t i o ~  the Canadian Prairie 

grain trade (Everitt 1992,66). There are several factors which contributed to the birth of the 

primary grain elevator. Each variable was interconnected in some way revealing an intricate 

and carnplex system where one variable influenceci another. 

3.1.1 Conttibuting Factors 

The ongin of the grain elevator is associated with a number of different events that 

occwed in the development of the West in the mid- to late- nineteenth century. The railway 

played a major role in settlement and in the transport of grain. Its construction was the 

catalya for the establishment of grain delivery points across the West. The twspa of grain 

f?om the Prairies was initiated with the movernent of Red Fife wheat seed fiom Manitoba to 

Ontario after the failure of the Ontario Red Fife crop in 1876 (Everitt 1992,2). This first 

shipment was routed east through the United States dong the Red River and marked the 

beginning of an extema1 demand for Prairie wheat. Wheat exports to the east continued 

through the United States along the Red River into the late 1 870s. The fkt railway entered 

the Canadian Prairies fiom the United States in 1878, providing effective rail 
/ 

communication between Winnipeg and Minneapolis, but it was not untii the Canadian 

Pacific Railway (CPR) was built, along an al1 Canadiamroute, that the Amencan domirilince 

of the western trade route ended (Buller 1919, 32). In 1885, the f b t  carload of western 

wheat left Winnipeg by railway bound for Montreal. 

Rapid railway construction at the turn of the century included the birth of Canada's 

second major railway, the Canadian Northem, in 1896, which by 1915 extended h m  

Thunder Bay to Vancouver. Another railway company, The Grand T d  Pacific, signed a 
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contract with the federal governent to build a transcontinental railway h m  Moncton, New 

Brunswick to Winnipeg and then with its own finances built a 1he b m  Winnipeg via 

Edmonton and the Yeilowhead Pass to Prince Rupert, British ~ o f k u b i a  It was completed 

in 1913 (Stephens 1982, 107). In 191 5, three transcontinentai d w a y s  stretched across 

Canada However, soon d e r  they reached the West Coast, Canadian Northern and Grand 

Trunk Pacific experienced financial difficulties resulting in govemment intervention. The 

federal government took ownership of the Canadian Northem in 1918 and in 1920 the 

government merged the Canadian Northem and the Grand Tnink Pacific to form the 

Canadian National Railway (CNR) (Waithe 1984,ll). This rapid rail construction promoted 

the immigration to and settlement of the west. This in turn stimuiated the grain trade and 

encouraged more railway building. The very purpose of the railway construction was to open 

the region for development (Friesen 1987, 19 1). The Prairie west was intended to be 

Canada's settlement fiontier, to develop into one of the world's greatest agricultural regions. 

The potential of the Prairies, however, did not become clear until the years between 1900 and 

19 14. By 1920, Prairie agriculture specialized in the production of wheat for export, and by 

i 928, Canadian wheat sales constituted nearly halfof the world export market (Friesen 1987, 

301). Over the course of two generations, between 1880-1930, the farm had become the 

principal institution in the Prairie west. It was the railways which influenced the form and 

nature of the grain collection system on the Prairies (Waithe 1984,5). 

Settlement of the West in the late nineteenth century saw the grain elevator develop 

in response to economic need and to satisfjr fmers '  attempts to meet market demsnds. It 

was created as an effective way of storing grain. The method of handling and transporthg 

grain pnor to the evolution of the grain elevator was inadequate. It involved sacking the 

grain in bags or shovelling it bulk into open railcars because there was no adequate facility 

for buk grain handling. It was t h e  consuming and labour intensive. The flat warehouse 

building fiom which the grain was weighed and shipped did not mesh weil with the railway 



operation either, and railways offered inducements to switch the grain hancihg system fiom 

bags to buik (Waithe 1984,13). This prompted the introduction of the grain elevator. While 

the first quasielevator was a terminai elevator built in Buffalo in 1841, it was not until the 

cup conveyor, known as the "leg," was invented that the country elevator as it is now known 

came into existence @lacGibbon 1932,85). The first known Canadian country elevator was 

constnicted at Niverville, Manitoba in 1879 (Provincial Archives of Manitoba, 19 1 1). Tbis 

structure was unique in its appearance k ing  rounded and silo-like. It was difficult to build 

and contained structural weaknesses. The ideal structure was one which would make the 

loading of grain more efficient, cost effective and less labour intensive. The fïrst angular 

elevator with the now-familiar design was built in Gretna, Manitoba in 1 88 1, modeiled on 

similar structures8 in use in Minnesota and North and South Dakota in the United States. 

Early in the 1900s, the growth of elevators and elevator handling companies 

continued at a steady rate. They began to appear alongside the railway ofien d e t e r m g  the 

location of new town sites. Their spacing of thirteen to sixteen kiIometres (eight to ten 

miles) apart accommodated grain delivenes fiom the fmers .  Originally these deliveries 

were made by horse and wagon, thus it was necessary to keep the distance such that a farmer 

could make one round trip per day (Silversides 1997, 8). The elevators being built were 

"standard" elevators that were given preference in shipping by the CPR over the flat 

warehouses which were still in use on certain parts of the rail line. The standard elevator had 

particdar specifications whicti lead to the unifonnity of grain elevator design (Wilson 1978, 

14). A standard elevator, as defïned by the CPR, had no less than 907 metric tonnes (25,000 

* in a report of the Board of Agriculture (na. 1884,33) the issue of grah elevators and grain 
storage was discussed. The original plan according to the document was to model grain storage fjicilitics 
around those built in Ontario. However, it was felt by the Board that the quantity of grain produced in 
Manitoba would far exceed that of any produced ui the eastem provinces and thereforc a plan bas& on an 
Ontario model could not satisS, demanding requirements. It was suggested that the Board look at models 
of facilities in the United States, where the circumstances were similar to those in Manitoba. nié elevaîor 
system of the United States was more accomrnodating to the situation than îhe flat wamhouse systcm of 
Ontario. 



bushels) of capacity and was rneant to be equipped with both elevation and cleaning 

machinery . in 19 1 3, the standard 1270 metric tonnes (3 5,000 bushel) capacity elevator was 

adopted. Its dimensions were 9.3 by 9.9 metres (thirty by thutyane fet), extendhg 22.5 

metres (seventy-four feet) fkom the foundation to the top of the cupola. The elevator was set 

on a concrete pad, and had a fifieen-horsepower one-cylinder engine for the elevating device. 

The bins ranged fiom seventeen cubic metres (six hundred cubic feet) to ninety cubic metres 

(thirty-two hundred cubic feet) in holding capacity (MacGibbon 1932, 91).9 Figure 3.1 

outlines a diagram of a country elevator. It shows the interna1 workings of the elevator and 

illustrates how grain is transferred fiom f m e r  to rail car through the elevator. 

3.1.2 The Crow Rate 

The Crow's Ned Pass fieight rate agreement of 1897, or "the Crow" as it is known, 

was part of a deal between the CPR and the Govenunent of Canada. Io exchange for a 

subsidy of 1 7,600 dollars per kilometre to assist in the building of a railway fiom Lethbridge, 

Alberta, through the Crow's Nest Pass to Nelson, British Columbia, the CPR agreed to give 

special rates on a m g e  of settlers' goods shipped West fiom central Canada and on wheat 

and flou shipped east fiom Winnipeg to Thunder Bay (Friesen 1987,192). The agreement 

speci ficall y stated no higher rates would be charged for grain, flour, and settlers' goods after 

the reduced rates became effective. The CPR agreed to the Crow Rate in perpetuity 

(Transportation Agency of Saskatchewan 1977). In 1925, an amendment to the Railway Act 

abohshed the special rate on settlers' goods and the rate on wheat and flou. was extended to 

al1 Canadian railways. The Crow Rate became one of the cornerstones of Canadian 

transportation policy. , 

Metric conversions: 1 bushel = 0.03628 metric tonnes; 1 cubic foot = 0.02832 cubic metres. 



Figure 3.1 A Diagram of a Standard Country Elevator 



3.13 Grain Companies and Wheat Pools 

The railways in the west - CPR, Great Northem, Canadian Northem and Grand Trunk 

Pacific (later the CNR) - were ail involved in the elevator business and gave incentives for 

construction of lines of standard elevators,1° thus beginning the initial spre!ad of country 

elevators across the Prairies. In the initial stages of development there were many grain trade 

entrepreneurs who built one or a few elevators dong the lines of the CPR First records 

indicate that by 1884 there were thirteen owners of twenty-seven country elevators with the 

W.W. Ogilvie Milling Company controlling over twenty-nine percent of the structures 

(Eventt l992,23). Ogilvie's dominance was due to an agreement with the CPR which gave 

the Company privileges denied to others. Other major cornpanies began to surface in the 

elevator business pnor to the tum of the century. Lake of the Woods Milling Company and 

Maple Leaf Milling Company were located on the CPR, and Western Canada Flour Mills 

were dominant on the Canadian Northern Railway line. The Northem Elevator Company, 

Manitoba Grain Company, the Dominion Elevator Company and Bready, Love and Tryon 

(which became the Winnipeg Elevator Company) also appeared in 1 897-98. The distribution 

of elevators in the 1890s was concentrated in Manitoba, as only the CP rail line extended into 

the Northwest Territories at this t h e .  With a number of major companies getting involved 

in the elevator business the smailer elevator operators realized that they could not compete 

independently with the large milling companies. Their only chance of survival was to 

amalgamate to form a larger scale operation. 

As the line elevators and milling companies grew, so did the conviction of many 

farmers that these groups were abusing thek power and acting together to reduce true 

cornpetition. The monopoly position secured by the local elevators with the railways forced 

'O Groups of elevators under common ownership came to be knom as %ne elevators' because 
they were cornmonly located along a singIe 'line' of railway. This tenn was not applied to fm-owned or 
cooperative elevators but was used to describe the major flour millers such as Ogilvie Milling Company 
and Lake of the Woods M i l h g  Company (Fowke 1957, 107). 



the government to intervene. The Manitoba Grain Act of 1900 set up a series of d e s  and 

regdations to govem each stage of the marketing process, particuiarly with regard to 

dockage, weights, grades, prices, inspection and special binning (Everitt, 1989). The Canada 

Grain Act of 19 12 represented successive atternpts on the part of the Federal Government 

to meet the cornplaints of the western grain growers. A &-man board of grain 

commissioners was established to tighten grain-trade regulation and grah inspection, as well 

as to give the government authority to build terminal elevators (Fairbah 1984, 5; 

MacGibbon 1932,375). 

The concept of farmers entenng the grain merchandising business to offer 

cornpetition to the line elevator companies was first given effect by the Grain Growers Grain 

Company (GGGC) which was formed in 1906, although individual fmer-owned elevators 

had been in existence since 1884 (Hall Commission 1977,42). The GGGC had no physical 

facilities but it exerted enough pressure on the Manitoba government to force it to constnict 

a chain of facilities. However, the govemment's efforts to sustain the venture failed and 

most of the elevators were sold to the GGGC, thus allowing the Company to compte with 

the line cornpanies. 

In 1908, The Interprovincial Council of Grain Growers and the Fanners' Association 

addressed the problems with the grain trade, as they had been identified by A.E. Partridge, 

the founder and president of the GGGC. Pamidge suggested that government ownership of 

elevators wouId solve the grain industry's problems. However, no action was taken because 

the cost of a Prairie-wide government monopoly would have been prohibitively expensive 

and would have created conflict of interest and constitutional difficulties (Patton l928,9O). 

Each of the provinces devised their own strategies. In Saskatchewan an elevator commission 

was appointed in 19 10. This commission recommended a cooperative grain elevator system, 

which although fm-operated and owned, would receive major financiai assistance fkcm the 

provincial govemment. The Saskatchewan Cooperative Elevator Company was forxned in 



19 1 1. A similar direction was taken in Alberta, and the Alberta Farmers' Cooperative 

Elevator was established in 19 13 (Everitt l992,3O). There was no government ownership 

of the grain elevators, but rather govenunent regdation and limited financial assistance. The 

GGGC becarne the United Grain Growers in 19 17 and in the early 1920s, the Wheat Pools 

emerged. These two enterprises evolved into the dominant forces in the primary elevator 

system (Waithe 1984, 1 7). 

There was a drarnatic coilapse of wheat prices in 1920 which initiated M e r  protest 

and hostility fiom farmers who took aim both at the private grain trade and the Winnipeg 

Grain Exchange. Attempts by the f m e r s  to restore government marketing of wheat were 

unsuccessful and their next alternative was '%le pool" (Everitt 1992,s 1). Under the pooling 

system the crop would be marketed by the producen with the net rehinis gohg to the 

farmers. The pool system was meant to lead to orderly marketing, eliminate middemen and 

increase f m e r  profits. In 1923, the Alberta Cooperative Wheat Producers Limited was 

organized and began accepting deliveries. This was followed by the formation of the 

Saskatchewan and Manitoba Pool organizations in 1924. The three Pools organkd the 

Canadian Cooperative Wheat Producers Limited as a central selling agency to market their 

wheat through the Winnipeg Grain Exchange (Everitt 1992, 5 1). The pool concept was 

successfül during the 1920s, but it collapsed dong with the economy in 1929-3 1 when wheat 

could not be sold at prices that the famiers had k e n  guaranteed (Fairbah 1984,107). The 

elevator companies that were produced by the pooling system however, remained in plac~  

after the wheat pool was dissolved. The elevator system was maintained but with a difTerent 

pattern of ownership. Local differences led to three companies king set up, one in each 

province. 

The Saskatchewan Wheat Pool was set up in 1924 and bought out the Saskatchewan 

Cooperative Elevator Company elevators which included 45 1 country elevators, two terminal 

elevators, a lease on a tenninal elevator and a transfer elevator in Buffalo, New York. The 
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Pool also built its own elevators and by 1927 had 575 of them; one year later their total had 

risen to 930. This made the Saskatchewan Wheat Pool the large& Prairie elevator-owing 

company accounting for eighteen percent of the overall total on the Prairies in 1928 (Everitt 

1992, 52). The pools set up incorporated separate compaaies in Manitoba (1924) and 

Alberta (1 923) so as to acquim elevator facilities. In Manitoba the pool competed with the 

UGG, but in Alberta, as in Saskatchewan, there was a policy to avoid building at competing 

points. 

As the Alberta and Manitoba Wheat Pools did not buy the elevators of an established 

company, their growth was slower than that of the Saskatchewan Wheat Pool. In 1926-27, 

the Manitoba Pool had 40 structures, while Aiberta had 42. By 1929-30 the Manitoba Pool 

had grown to 1 5 5, while Alberta had 43 9 elevators in its Pool, and Saskatchewan had 1 048. 

While the Pools built most of their own elevators, thereby increasing their market share, they 

did buy elevators fiom some of the more established companies when they were put up for 

sale. This occurred in later years and become a feature of the grain trade in the 1950s. This 

activity included the purchase of elevators fiom a number of companies including Western 

Canada Flow Mills, Reliance Grain, Ogilvie Flou Mills, Lake of the Woods Milling 

Company, UGG and Paterson (Everitt 1992,53). 

3.1.4. Amalgamation 

The 1920s represented a stable period for the grain companies in terms of control of 

elevators. Between 1929 and 1933 however, the number of elevator companies decreased 

while the number of elevators continued to grow. This is summarized in Table 3.1 



Date Number of Elevator 
Companies 

Total Number of Percentage of Elevators controlled 
Eievators by Major Companies 

3789 89% 

5155 96% 

5758 - 

Table 3.1 Stability of the Grain Companies in the 1920s. 

In 1929, nine companies formed Federal Grain with over 338 country elevators and 

three terminal houses. A number of companies sold out to larger cornpetitors and helped to 

fiel the rise of Pioneer Grain, the United Grain Growers and the Pools. By 1933, there were 

only thirty-seven major elevator companies with 5758 elevators. By 1943 there were twenty- 

seven, by 1953 there were twenty-two, and by 1961 only thirteen of these companies were 

d l  operating (Everitt 1992,55). Between 1966 and 1973, there were five mergers which 

together involved 1250 elevators. Most of these elevator units were acquired by the grain 

CO-operators who subsequently closed them on account of their obsolescence. There was a 

six percent reduction in the number of elevators between 1 97 1 and 1 972 when the effect of 

these mergea was fûlly felt. This compares to an average yearly reduction prior to this of 

roughly three percent (Waithe l984,43). nie decline in the number of elevatoc-owning 

companies also impacted the number of elevators. The peak number of elevaton, reached 

in 1933 at 5758, began to diminish slowly over the next thuty years. Byl96O there were still 

5338 elevators operating, a 7.5 percent decline (Everitt l992,gS). 
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3.2 Change 

Saskatchewan's grain elevators experienced the fastest rate of decline with a 

reduction of ten percent over the twenty-five year period between 1970 and 1995. Alberta 

expenenced a three percent decrease while Manitoba's primary elevators diminished by two 

percent. A number of factors contributed to the decline as the emphasis began to shift fiom 

new elevator construction to elevator consolidation. Saskatchewan's loss can be attributed 

to the mass of small, inefficient and uneconomic units which existed in the province ('Waithe, 

1984,20). 

The decline in the number of grain elevator cornpanies operating on the Prairies was 

accompanied by a decline in the number of elevators. A trend emerged favouring smaller 

numbers of elevators, deiivexy points and operating units, which coincided with upward 

movement in the average storage capacity per elevator and operating unit. During the mid 

1 970s' the grain elevator cornpanies reported to the Grain Handling and Transportation 

Commission (The Hall Commission) that a modem elevator must handle between 25,396 

metric tonnes (700,000 bushels) and 36,280 metric tonnes (one million bushels) in any one 

crop year in order for it to be economically viable (Hall 1977,8 1). The Hall Commission 

spent two years collecting data so as to address the problems and alternatives king faced by 

the grain hanàling and transportation system in the mid 1970s. This report enforced the trend 

of consolidation of elevators and the decline in their numbers. It was inevitable that the 

smaller elevators, those that could not carry at least 1,088 metric tonnes (approximately 

30,000 bushels) per track mile, would meet a certain demise (Silversides 1997,13). Figure 

3.2 visibly shows the evolution of the presence of grain elevators across the Prairies since 

their inception. A steady decline can be seen &er 1933. M e r  1970 however, the numbers 

dropped dramatically fkom 4947 to 1 340 in 1995. 

At the peak number of grain elevators, the total system had a capacity of 6,889,512 

metric tonnes (1 89.9 million bushels). The average storage capacity per elevator wa?; 



Figure 3.2 The Growth and Decline of the Country Elevator 
Source: Everitt 1993.95) 
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approximately 1 1 97 metric tonnes (3 3,000 bushels). By 1 96 1, the average storage capacity 

had nsen to about 2539 metric tonnes (70,000 bushels), an increase of one hundred percent. 

In 1975, there were 3963 elevators with a capacity of 12,480,320 metric tonnes (344 million 

bushels) - a thirty-one percent reduction in the number of eievatoa but a seventy-eight 

percent increase in storage capacity. The peak handling period was in 197 1-72 when over 

36,280,000 (one billion bushels) of grain moved through 4383 elevators (Hall 1977, 48). 

Consolidation also gave birih to the reduction in grain delivery points having three or more 

cornpanies. 

3.2.1 Abandoned Branch Lines 

The abandonment of a branch line results in certain demi& for elevators located on 

it. As has been discussed, grain elevators were built on the rail lines so that grain could be 

shipped and transferred more efficiently. Once the means of transporting the grain is 

eliminated, the purpose of the elevator is diminished. The grain elevator can survive for a 

short period of t h e ,  as grain can be brought to the elevator and stored until it is hauled away 

by truck. However, this is not the most effective or resourceful means for the producer or 

the owner and eventually the entire site is vacated. 

The closure of branch lines in the early 1960s was seen as an effective means of cost 

control by the federal govemment. in 1935, there was over 30,400 kilometres of main and 

branch lines in western Canada. They were costly to maintain and as their condition 

detenorated, some branch lines became prime candidates for abandonment. Their 

abandonment bas contributed signi ficanti y to the consolidation of the primary elevator 

system in western Canada. It has fostered greater efficiency in the system since the average 

cost of handling and storing grain at the country elevators decreases (Waithe 1984, 95). 

Grain is stored for shorter periods of tirne and average k e d  costs fall. But also, there is 
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uncertainty about the protected network of branch lines'' and the cost of building newer and 

bigger elevators on branch lines which may be abandoned in the near future. 

The construction of Iarger throughput elevators in the mid 1970s has resulted in a 

dramatic change in the traditional landscape and now the economics of the industry are 

dictating the change. The new high-throughput elevators are spaced approximately forty to 

fifty kilometres apart, as compared to the primary elevators which were located twelve to 

sixteen kilometres apart (Hall Commission 1977,15 1). Seemingly, the trend is to have fewer 

primary elevators regardless of which rail lines are retained or abandoned. W l e  most of 

the branch line network was protected under recommendations of the Hall Commission until 

the year 2000, some have been abandoned pnor to this time.12 

hevitably there are significant impacts of branch line closures which at the very Ieast 

include: increased cost to f'ers as farmers would have to haul M e r  to another line; a 

negative effect on communities with respect to rural growth and development; and additional 

road costs incumd by the province and municipalities as a result of longer hauliog of grah 

by truck (Governent of Saskatchewan 1975,12). It has been argued that the cost associated 

with maintaining the branch lines would be iess than the costs incurred by closing hem, once 

al1 the factors have been considered. 

l 1  In 1974, the federal governent decided that a basic Prairie rail network ("pmtected networic of 
branch lines") of 19,974 kilometres (1 800 miles) would be guaranteed until the year 2000. Additional rail 
branch lines were referred to the Hall Commission for evaluation and review (Waithe 1984,92). 

'* The Hall Commission recommended that the abandonment of some branch lines, especially 
those with less kquent  use; certain branch lines would remain part of the basic rail network until the year 
2000; and that the rernaining number of kilomettes of branch line be placed under the Prairie Rail 
Authority (FRA), which would rnonitor the costs and contracting for the operation and maintenance of 
these branch lines and assess continuance of the lines as ttiey were needed (Hall Commission 1977,520). 
A Prairie Rail Authority was not created, but instead a Prairie Rail Action Cornmittee (PRAC) was formed 
to investigate the PRA concept and make further suggestions regarding the branch liae nctwork. nie 
Canadian Transport Commission (CTC) also conducted its own public hearings and evaluations into the 
abandonment of the branch lines and for the most part follows those recommendations made by the Hall 
Commission and the PRAC (Waithe 1984,93). 
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3.2-2 The Crow Rate Revisited 

As an historic cornmitment to the people of western Canada, the Crow Rate has been 

accepted by every federal government in Canada since 1897. A number of Royal 

Commissions have looked at the Crow Rate since its implementation including the Turgeon 

Commission in 195 1, the Macpherson Commission in 196 1, and the Hall Commission in 

1977. Each concluded that the Rate should be continued because it was essential both for 

Prairie agriculture and for the overall interests of Canada Yet as each Commission was 

appointed there was a growing realization that the govemment was seriously considering 

abolishing the Rate. While the change was only a suggestion, it evoked negative reaction 

fiom provincial governments, wheat pools and fanners. The railways, however supporteci 

the idea of abolishing the rate. The issue was debated for two decades, with an annual Crow 

benefit subsidy established in 1984 which included a provision that rates could rise with the 

rate of inflation. In 1992, the subsidy was cut by ten percent and a M e r  cut came in 1994, 

reducing the amount paid to the railways by approxllnately fi*-five percent. The fanners 

were responsible for paying the difference. In 1995, the Crow Rate, which had becorne a 

payment in the Western Grain Transportation Act was eliminated partly due to the federal 

government's fiscal problems and because the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trades 

(GATT) saw the subsidy as an &air competitive practise ( n a  1995, Globe and Mail). 

Farmers began paying full fkight to ship their grain to export pobts in British Columbia and 

on the St. Lawrence Seaway on August 1, 1 995. The loss of the Crow Rate has resulted in 

more branch line abandonment and the closure of hundreds of grain elevators. However, 

because the Crow Rate's removal coincided with a sharp rise in grain prices, its impact on 

producers was less noticeable at first. Many producers saw the decision to abolish the Crow 

Rate as inevitable and had started fanning specialty crops such as canola, lentils, flax, peas, 

and even poultry, pork and beef in the early 1990s, thus diversifjing their crop production. 

Also, famers were compensated with a lump-sum payout when the Rate was abolished, 
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which averaged $20,000 per f m e r .  But f m e r s  in eastem Saskatchewan felt the brunt of 

the decision immediately, as fkeight bills tripled because their grain has to travel the farthest 

distance to ports in Thunder Bay, Churchill and British Columbia. 

3.2.3 Advancements and Future Trends 

As evident by the rationakation of grain transportation and the recent examination 

of the Canadian Wheat Board mandate, what was once a highly-reguiated industry has 

become more and more market driven. With the loss of branch lines, new grain elevator 

facilities are king built to compensate for such loss. The reaction to this unprecedented 

change is a huge capital development effort by major grain companies. The Saskatchewan 

Wheat Pool, for example, launched the fkst phase of its capital expansion program Projecf 

Horizon in 1997 at a cost of $195 million. The state-of-the-art facilities that are currently 

being built are a new generation of advanced, high-throughput grain terminais. Figure 3.3 

shows one of the new "super-elevators." Sixteen facilities similar to the one shown in 

Figure 3.3 are behg built on the Prairies - six in Alberta, eight in Saskatchewan and two in 

Manitoba They will improve operathg efficiencies and reduce handling and transportation 

costs (SWP, 1997). One hi@-throughput grain terminal will have the capacity of ten to 

twelve primary elevators. The Saskatchewan Wheat Pool announced in September of 1998 

that it would be closing between 225 to 23 5 older elevators at 170 locations by the year 2002. 

The decrease in the number of grain elevators since 1933 can be attributed to the 

processes of Company amalgamation, rail-line abandonment and elevator rationaiization. 

There is evidence that the elevator system was overbuilt in the late 1920s and early 1930s as 

a result of the formation ofthe provincial Pools which were constrained w i h  each province 

to satisfy the wishes of their member associations (Everitt 1992, 83). This accumulation 

began to dissipate slowly with the suggestion of the need for an efficient and compact 

network of elevators. The process of consolidation has spanned sixty years, and today's 

resulting landscape varies quite dramatically fiom that of previous eras. 
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Figure 3 3  One of the ialand terminal~ built by Saskatchewan 
Wheat Pool at Buffalo Plains in Saskatchewan. 
(Source: SWP, 1999). 



3 3  Reaction to Change 

With vast changes in the Prairie grain economy, the resulting impact on the landscape 

fin& once vibrant towns falling silent as populations decrease, fewer people are involved in 

the farming indu-, and the niral dynamics shifi to accommodate urbanization. In 

hadequate services coupled with economic hardships force many to travel to larger centres 

for basic necessities. As many characteristic features of a small Prairie town such as the one- 

room school house, the bank and the post office become visibiy iess muent, the process of 

evolution continues to affect ail aspects of the Prairie landscape. 

The decline of the grain elevator occurred rather systematically. Each component of 

the process, as previously identifie4 conaibuted to the deterioration of the elevator system 

through efforts to become more efficisnt and feasible. nie impact on the Prairie landscape 

is considerable. n i e  loss of the grain elevator often sounds the demise of the community as 

well. Increase in local taxes compensate for the loss of the elevator's property tax, which 

was instrumental in the town's swival.  Annual property taxes per elevator range h m  

$4,000 to $20,000, depending on its value and location. [n many of the small villages and 

towns, this accounts for ten to fifieen percent of the tax base (Tramport Concepts 1995,19). 

When branch lines are abandoned, the af3ected communities also lose the property taxes paid 

by the railroad companies. This averages between 16 1000 to $5000 amually, depending on 

the mileage and assessment. A grain elevator generates incorne for the local community, a 

tax base, and a demand for goods and senices. The consolidation of the system and the 

elimination of the Western Grain Transportation Act (and hence the Crow Rate) has, and will 

continue to affect the wealth of communities through the loss of assets, taxes and 

ernpl~yment.'~ 

l3 Tôe newer elevators are king built ouiside commmities in fields, therefom taxes arc being 
paid to the Rural Municipalities, rather than individuai communities. 
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The absence of the imposing grain elevator leaves many Prairie communities void 

of one of their key identifiable features. Its presence has become a regular and accepted 

component of the regional landscape - becoming part of the nahiral setting of the Prairies. 

This landmark, that has been a part of the everyday Prairie landscape for generations, is a 

significant icon not only from local and regional perspectives, but nationally as well. This 

is discussed later in this chapter and in Chapter Five. The histonc place of the country 

elevator on the Prairie landscape and the threat of losing tbat place is the focus for much 

debate and the target of local preservation groups who want to ensure its survival. 

For some, the fa11 of the Prairie elevator has been anticipated. Grain producers have 

known that the end of the primary grain elevator system was inevitable. It cornes with Little 

surprise even to those with only a remote connection to the elevators, yet the brunt of the 

blow is not easy to take. In some instances, the initial reaction is to fight for the swival  of 

the elevator seMce and then fight for the survival of the building. Issues have been debated 

around distance between delivery points, damage and cost to repair and maintain roads, 

increases in shipping and transportation costs, for example. However, when the decision to 

close an elevator is final, the focus tums less heatedly to its cultural contribution to the 

cornmunity and to elements of sentimentality fiom those who use it. Saving the grain 

elevator as a symboi of the way life on the Prairies once was füels the desire of many to gain 

support for their cause. Suggestion of dernolition has lead to upheaval fiom those who feel 

that purposely removing integrated parts of who they are diminishes their sense of place and 

identity. It becomes a crusade to ordain the cornmon everyday grain elevator into a sacreci, 

redeeming feature of the landscape. As the grain elevator becornes iconofied, its place in the 

community becomes more revered. Once it is recognized as an essential component at the 

heart of the community and not just a regular part of everyday Iife, there may be the support 

necessary for the elevator to withstand the test of tirne. 



The primary grain elevator has received media attention geared towards raising 

awareness about the curent situation. There have been several articles and books written 

about its dernise. Canadian Geopra~hic (September/October 1997) featured the article 

"Twilight of a Prairie icon" in which Teny Johnson and Bnan Mihe reveal the captivating 

nature of these fading Prairie symbols. Tom Cruickshank in Harrowsmith (October 1998) 

graphically captures the dernolition of a grain elevator in Sylvan Lake, Alberta. Ham 

Dommach (1 986) wrote about Prairie Giants, giving a detailed recollection of the bepinning, 

middle, and certain end of elevators. Brock Silversides (1 997) summarizes the story of the 

Canadian grain elevator in his book Prairie Sentinel. Most recently, Greg McDonneli (1 998) 

has documented severai of the limited number of remaining grain elevators in his book 

Wheat Kinns: Vanishinn Landmarks of the Canadian Prairies. Several articles have appeared 

in the Globe and Mail and National Post, as well as local a e w ~ ~ a ' ~ e r s  across the country." 

Thus while the disappearance of these magnificent buildings has been occuming for quite a 

number of years, it seems that now more than ever, the loss of service, which leads to the loss 

of the structure, is being noticed and people are getting involved, whether to encourage or 

discourage such action. 

In an attempt to find newspaper articles written about grain elevators one Intemet 

keyword searchx5 found 307 articles about grain elevators written between January 1985 and 

May 1999. While many were found in Prairie newspapers (including the Winniwn Sun, 

Regina Leader Post, Calearv Sun. Edmonton Sun. Western Producer), about thirty-five 

percent were fiom the Toronto Star, the Ottawa Sun, the Globe and Mail and other non- 

Prairie newspapers. This suggests that this issue is not regionaiized nor unfamiliar to those 

l4 See Appendix A for an extensive list of newspaper articles. 

'' This search was conducted using www. newscan corn. a web site that allows the bmwser to 
enter keywords to search the major newspapers in Canada for d c l e s  that contain these keywords. 
NEWSCAN offers a broad range of text archives fiom leading Canadian newspapers. With NEWSCAN, it 
is easy to h d  information or a specific article on a subject o f  interest. 



not fiom the Prairies. Ultimately, the timeliness of the predicament that the grain elevator 

faces has given rise to public concem that is genuinely focussed on the issue. In the 

Canadian Geograbhic article, Johnson and Milne (1997) ask why the unused elevators are 

not left to stand in place, while their ruins become the Western Canadian equivalent of 

Europe's abandoned castles. This raises an interesting question. Si@cant architecturai 

features in other parts of the world are king lefi standing as living legends to a lifestyle and 

a time when the activities of humans deemed it necessary for such features to exist. 

Monuments to industry exist in various capacities not only in Canada but arouad the world. 

The identification of different forms of industrial heritage such as spinnuig mills in Sweden, 

weaving sheds in the United Kingdom, steel mills in the United States, fishing stages in 

Newfoundland, uon foundries in Nova Scotia, pulp mills in Quebec and gas plants in Alberta 

suggests an increasing interest in how potentially significant resources deposited by industrial 

society can be identified and best acknowledged (See Alfiey and Putnam,1992; Binney, 

Machin, and Poweli, 1 990; Newell and Greenhill, 1989; Trinder 1982). 

Ultimately, what rnust be determined is whether or not these features can withstand 

the test of t h e  and who should determine this. Resounding examples exist of local groups 

and organizations showing keen interest in rnaintaining elevkors after they lose their 

intended hc t ion ,  only to encounter obstacles and lack of cooperation fiom those who own 

them. How local people ded with change is an important part of keeping the features intact. 

Whether or not they continue to remain on the landscape is often connected to the ability of 

the feature to become iconofied. The significance of these feaîures m u t  be afnnned to 

ensure that they remaui part of the landscape after their original use has passed. 
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3.4 The Grain Elevator Region 

The boundaries that mark the grain elevator region in Canada are both natural and 

imposed. Dependent on grain growing areas fer their existence, grain elevators are found in 

a region corresponding to specific natural vegetation and soil quality. To the no- east and 

West of the interior plains, the natural vegetation and soil quality changes aod in moving out 

of the grain growing region, one also moves out of the country elevator region. To the south, 

the piains are separated by a politicai boundary as they continue into the United States. In 

fact the innovation of the country elevator originated in North and South Dakota spreading 

north into the Canadian Prairie provinces. The country elevator region in Canada is  

concentrated on the Prairies, allowing for a study of the elevator to, be quite focuseci. Figure 

3.4 shows the concentration of the elevators still remaining on the Prairies. Currently, there 

are just under one thousand country elevators left standing. 

The grain elevator is centraily located in the layout of a Prairie community. Most 

Prairie towns were built dong rail lines, according to a common town site layout. The 

miiway has always been vital to the towns and invariably, the town is dominated by the line 

and its facilities including grain elevators, freight sheds and loading platfomis. The main 

commercial street is central to the train station and either fionts on the rail line and is 

therefore a one-sided street, or extends at right angles from the rail line (See Figure 3.5). 

Commercial buildings commonly form a 'T' with the shorter axis facing the rail-line (Rees 

1969,3 0-3 1). The corners facing the station are usually occupied by a hotel and a bank. The 

remainder of the road is filled in with small h n e  houses and if the town is large enough, 

a school, church and curling rink are found scattered around the fiiuges of the commUNty. 

The landscape of the elevator includes these featwes that comprise the community. It 

includes the elevator operator's office and annexes on the immediate site, but also includes 

the surrounding towmcape. The grain elevator, often the highest building in the town, is at 

the heart of many Prairie communities as they are often the reason for the community's 



Figure 3.4 The Remahhg Comtry Ekv8torr on the Riiikr in 1998 
(Source: H- .ad Brrnaia 1 !?W. 1 1). 
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i 

Figure 3.5 The iay-out of Naicam, a typical Prairie town witb Centre Street (Main Strcct) extcnding 
through the town. Grain Ekvators may be found on eitber side o f  the triicks (Source: Rees 1969,29). 
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existence. The closure and loss of different features in a Prairie community, such as  the 

school, the curling rink or the bank are losses to the landscape of the grain elevator. 

Similady, the dosure and loss of an elevator affects the entire co~muni ty  as well. 

3.5 Dealing with Change 

Currently, there are several communities coming to terms with the change and loss 

of theu familiar grain elevators. Investigating the reacîion of these lodties to these losses 

reveals a devastating impact on sense of place. Speculation that the loss of a prominent 

feature such as the grain elevator would affect the local people is illustrated and validated 

through field work conducted in the provinces of Saskatchewan and Manitoba. The field 

work on the Prairie grain elevators was done fiom two perspectives. The first looked at 

threatened grain elevators that were scheduled to be demolished and observed the impact of 

such change and 

loss on the communities in which they were located. Two communities in eastern 

Saskatchewan (Fenwood and Killaly) were chosen for this component of the research. The 

second looked at threatened grain elevators that have fomd new beginnings as part of 

heritage preservation projects and how the process involved in protecting traditional 

industrial landmarks proceeds. One community in western Manitoba (Inglis) was chosen for 

this component. 

In determining which grain elevators stay open and which ones close, grain 

companies take into account many factors such as: where the grain elevator is located on the 

rai1 line, how far it is fiom a modem elevator, its capacity, and how many grain producers 

it services. When Project Horizon was implemented by the Saskatchewan Wheat Pool in 

1997, it eliminated the need for smaller, less efficient elevators. Once the plan was in place 

for the location of the twelve new inland tenninals, the rate of dernolition of the primay 

elevators increased. There are a few older facilities that will remain open because they do 



contain adequate cleaning facilities and are strategicaiiy located dong the rail line. There is 

no certain@ as to how long these elevators will remain part of the system however, as the 

colossai new elevators transcend on the Prairie landscape. 

3.5.1 Preservation Efforts 

Successful elevator preservation projects on the Prairies are smail in number, but they 

should not go uncredited. Ritchie Mill and Elevator in Edmonton is an Alberta Provincial 

Historic Site. Three elevators in Ai berta - at Scandia, Picture Butte and St. Albert, have been 

provincially designated as Registered Historic Sites (i.e. regionally significant). Conserveci 

elevators maybe found at the Ukranian Culturai Heritage Village, the Calgary Heritage Park 

and in Rowley. A Pool Elevator in Hepburn, Saskatchewan was purçhased and designated 

by the municipality and was restored to become part of the Museum of Wheat, a tourist 

attraction promoting not oniy the science of growing wheat, but preserving the cultural 

heritage that is part of the process as well. In Inglis, Manitoba, a row of five elevators has 

been designated as a National Historic Site and through the efforts of a locally fomed 

heritage cornmittee, the restoration of al1 five elevators seems assured. There is also a 

partially restored elevator in Austin, Manitoba An old country elevator operates as part of 

the Western Development Museum - Heritage Farm and Village in North Battleford, 

Saskatchewan, and the Northem Alberta Railways Park in Dawson Creek, British Columbia 

has a conserved grain elevator as part of their display. There are others that have been 

purchased by local f m e r s  and moved to their property for private storage and use. Yet, the 

preservation of a handfid of elevators can in no way capture the extent to which these 

structures once dominated the landscape. It is neither feasible nor realistic to suggest that 

every gmin elevator be maintained and preserved, as the means to do so do not exist. But 

investigations into local comrnunity reaction to these losses, as discussed in the next section, 
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suggest that those that can be spared shodd be spared, with a concerted effort made to leave 

as many as possible standing on the landscape. 

3.5.2 Methodology 

Location 

The selection of a location to observe and study the primary grain elevator was 

decided by various means. The first step involved reading current, popular literature about 

the Prairies to iden ta  potential research sites. Canadian Geoeraphic magazine and the 

Regina Leader Post newspaper aiticles, for example, were prime resources for identifying 

possible research sites. The next step involved contacting geographers at uiiversities on the 

Prairies, such as the University of Regina, University of Winnipeg and Brandon University, 

to generate support for the study and to inquire about suitable study locations. Suggested 

study areas included Bredenbury and Esterhazy, both in Saskatchewan, but they were decided 

to be less than optimal case studies. Both these larger communities stili had operating grain 

elevators (two Pool elevators in Bredenbury), or were thriving through other industry, (as 

with potash mining in Esterhazy). Further inquiry at a Saskatchewan m e a t  Pool office in 

Melville, Saskatchewan revealed two grain elevators in the area that had been closed and 

were slated for dernolition, located in Fenwood and Killaiy. Both communities had s d  

populations and local people willing to discuss the changes in their commW1ity landscape due 

to the loss of elevator service and eventual loss of the elevator itself. Contact was made with 

a Heritage Designation Officer with Manitoba's Provincial Govemment, who suggested 

Inglis, Manitoba as a key site for studying the process of preserving grain elevators. Plotting 

the suggested Iocations resulted in focusing on a qegion in southeastern 

Saskatchewan~southwestertl Manitoba. Three separate trips were made between Regina, 

Saskatchewan and Winnipeg, Manitoba with a concentration of the majority of the field work 

within a fifty kilometre radius of Melville, Saskatchewan, which is located 144 kilometms 



northeast of Regina Most of the research was focused on the communities of Fenwood and 

Killaly, with supplementary data coilected from other nearby communities. Inglis, Manitoba, 

situated approximately 165 kilometres northeast of Melville, proved to be an integrai site for 

observing the success of one group's ongoing attempts at maintahhg a row of vintage 

elevators. Figure 3.6 identifies the location of the Saskatchewan study areas and Ingiîs in 

Manitoba 

Time Frame 

The on-site field work in Saskatchewan and Manitoba was conducted during two trips 

to the study areas: the first in June1998 and the second in October 1998. Data for this 

research were colîected through personal interviews, group discussions, questionnaires, ernail 

and postal correspondence. Participants who volunteered fiom the shdy area and other 

individuals were contacted by the rzsearcher to request their participation. Those who 

participated varied in age and occupation. The majority of those taking part were seniors 

fiom 

the communities, with about one-third of the participants behveen thirty and fi* years of 

age. Many of the men and women were active or retired grain fanners. In addition, some 

of the women had also worked in the community at the post office, church, or grocers for 

example. niere was a noticeable absence of youth participation in the Saskatchewan study 

areas, perhaps amibutable to the timing of the research or lack of immediate interest in the 

project. However, the research conducted in Inglis, Manitoba included a variety of ages fiom 

mid-twenties to over sixty-five. The efforts to preserve the row of elevators in Inglis has 

made the community more aware of the issues surroundhg the closing and possible 

dernolition of the elevators, perhaps provoking a stronger perception of the impact of changes 

to the local landscape. Interviews were conducted in al1 the study areas, whiie questionmires 

and group discussions took place only in the Saskatchewan snidy area 





Personal Interviews: 

Several serni-siruciured i n t e ~ e w s  were held with several local people, grain 

producers, grain elevator operators, government officiais and corporate representatives. Al1 

of the interviews were conducted in similar format with minimal structure and the 

momentum of the discussion was maiatained by asking open-endeil questions relating to the 

topic. The purpose of the interview was to identiQ the place of the grain elevator within the 

lives of the individuai and the cornmunity and encoufaged responses that would reveal the 

participant's personai interpretation and experience. The interviews also invited participants 

to expand on their annuers as much as possible. Those interviewed incorporated stories fiom 

their past expenences with events they had heard about fiom others to create a sense of the 

place of the elevator in the comrnunity. The researcher's involvement was mainly limited 

to presenting topics for discussion when conversation stalled. Near the end of each 

interview, specific, factual-type questions (e.g. names, nurnbers, dates) were asked, and were 

included only if the information did not corne up during the rest of the interview. 

Community Meetings (Group Discussions) 

Two community meetings were held in Fenwood and Killaly. These meetings were 

arranged with the town clerk in each village one week prior to their happening and the 

community hall was made available fiee of charge. Notices were posted around the 

community identifyllig the nature of the study, who was conducting the research, why it was 

being conducted and when the meeting would occur. The community meeting looked at the 

issue of how the loss of a grain elevator affects a cornmunity. A non-stanbdized interview 

format was chosen which allowed open discussion on topics relating to the closure and 

demolition of the elevator and also allowed the researcher to be part of the dis~ussion.'~ This 

l6 Fielding (1993) M e r  dûcusses qualitative inreniewing in detail. This mc<hod was used in 
this research because "its simplicity of design and correspondence to the conversational procedures art 

f 
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format encouraged input fiom al1 participants and worked so that comments made by one 

person prompted responses fÎom others. Information was recorded manualiy by the 

researcher and with the assistance of the t o m  clerk, who also took notes. This form of 

participatory research is recognized as a qualitative method of knowledge seeking. It works 

well in community meetings and proved beneficial in the data coiiection process. 

Questionnaire 

The questionnaire was organized so as to gather information fkom those who could 

not attend the community meetings and fiom those who did w t  feel cornfortable speaLing 

out in a group sening. Ethics approval was obtained fiom Trent University Ethical Review 

Cornmittee and consent was obtained for each interview conducted and questionnaire 

completed." The questionaaire was composed of a senes of both open-ended and closed 

questions which were formulateci to address the conceptual relatioaship between memory, 

sense of place and familia. landrnarks. The essence of the questionnaire was to d e t e d e  

the amount of nostalgia, sense of loss and the importance of the grain elevator to people in 

the community . Space was allotted for additional comments and respondents were asked to 

give as much detail as possible. Nominal data were collected about location of residence, 

gender, and age. A self-addressed stamped envelope accompanied each questionnaire so that 

there would be no expense for the respondent. 

Sampiing 

The sample chosen for the questionnaire was small and employed snowball sampling 

technique where the sample group is formed by a network of contacts (Arber 1993,73). In 

routine in social life" and responses occur naturally, rather than forced. 

l7 See Appendix A for a copy of the Consent Fonn and Quesrionnoire used. 
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both Fenwood and Killaly, participants in the focus group and those who completed the 

surveys were approached by the t o m  clerk who suggested and encourageci their 

participation. These people in turn, contacted others whom they feit should contribute to the 

study. 

The purpose of the information collected was to gain a better understanding of, and 

appreciation for, the place of the grain elevator in each community. The researcher was 

interested in learning about the way in which the grain elevator was idealized, if at dl, in the 

local landscape and how those who participated responded to the reality of change and loss. 

3.6 Grain Elevator Case Studies 

This section dissects the three case study regions by giving a bnefbackground history 

of the communities, identifjkg issues with respect to the closure and loss of the elevator and 

discussing the place of the grain elevator in each of the study areas. The locations selected 

for case studies are found on the border of the grasslands and prk belt region of the western 

Lntenor Plains. This boundary marks the transition area where grasses and shmbs grade into 

continuous woodland to the north. The land is a mix of meadow and clumps of trees, 

situated on the rolling, flat land of the Canadian Prairie. This area is predominantiy a grain 

farming area, with some potash mining and manufacturing. Secondary and tertiary services 

are also located in and near the study area. 

3.6.1 Fenwood, Saskatchewan 

The first settiers moved into ~enwood", Saskatchewan in 1904, immigrating h m  

Poland, Russia, Germany, Scotland, Engiand the United States and eastern Canada, after 

l8  nie local descriptions, population and basic hirtorical information wac dexivcd h m  the 
following sources: Statistics Canada (1999a); Rural Munici~ality of Stanley (1 992); Doreen Domes, 
Personal Communication June 1998-October 1998, Elaine Domes, Personal Communication, July 1998. 



learning of cheap homesteads and the coming railway. Fenwood was established as a village 

by 1907; its settlers becoming part of the largest grain production region in the world. 

Fenwood is situated nineteen kilometres northwest of Melville and approximately 160 

kilometres northeast of Regina Figure 3.7 outlines the location of the village and nearby 

communities within the province of Saskatchewan. 

The population of Fenwood reached its peak in the late 1940s with a population of 

almost two hundred people. At one tirne the thriving village had a lumber yard, schooi, 

curling rink, grocer's store, theatre, hotel and bank. But over the last thirty years, businesses 

have shut down and out-migration of families has inhibited the growth of the Prairie village. 

By 1955, the population had decreased to 125 and in 199 1 there were only sixty-two people 

still residing in the viliage. At the tirne of this research in 1998, the population of Fenwood 

was fifty-eight. The village has a p s t  office, an auto and agricultural service shop, a hobby 

and crafi shop, a heritage centre and a village office that are still open. The community is 

slowly succumbing to the test of time as it now rnirrors other dying Prairie communities that 

are slowly losing their last services. As the school closes, the general store goes out of 

business, the curling rink does not reopen one season, and the grah elevator no longer 

operates: the fiiture is bleak for the small Prairie town. However, the most substantid loss 

is the closure of the post office. Ln the wake of the demise of the other services, this often 

seals the fate of a small community or village. The repercussions of losing these services are 

often catastrophic to the continued existence of the town. 

In the early l92Os, there were several elevators in the village of Fenwood and the mid- 

1 92Os, there were seven grain elevaton in operation in the community: Atlas (1 9 16- l929), 

British American (1 920s- 1 %Os), Liberty (1920s- 1 930s) Nationai-Cargiii (1 91 6-1 989), 

Northern (1 92Os-l93Os), Saskatchewan Wheat Pool (1922-1 998) and Security (1916-1 929). 

However, only two sunived into recent years: the Saskatchewan Wheat Pool elevator 

(demolished in 1998) and the Cargill elevator (demolished in 1989). The others could not 



Figure 3.7 Fcnwood and Surrounding Arcri. 



withstaod the economic hardships of the Depression and were demolished in the early 1930s. 

The original Pool elevator was built in 1922 with an annex added in 1952. In 1955, it was 

dismantled and a new 18 14 rnetric tonnes (50,000 bushel) plant was constmcted to attach to 

the annex that was retained. The Cargill elevator was purchased fiom National in the early 

1970s. The National elevator had k e n  built in 19 16 and was rebuilt to increase its storage 

capacity in the mid 1950s before king bought Cargill in 1954. The Cargill elevator was 

closed in 1985 anc! tom down in 1987, wbile the Pool elevator clo'sed in 1996 and was tom 

down in 1998. Both elevators were tom down by the grain companies which owned them. 

Larger and more efficient elevators had been built to replace them. The Pool elevator in 

Fenwood was closed because it was deemed to be too smail to accommodate the bigger 

trucks and semi trucking ngs currently king used to haul grain. In the meantirne, a Pioneer 

elevator remaiw opened in Goodeve (fourteen kilometres away) and a new terminal elevator 

has been built at Ituna (thirty-eight kilometres away). There are also several grain elevators 

owned by the Pool and UGG operating in Melville (nineteen kilometres away). 

The Pool elevator was d l  standing when the researcher began field work in June 

1 998 (Figure 3 3). in May of 1 998, the town clerk had received a letter fiom Saskatchewan 

Wheat Pool stating that the elevator was going to be tom down in the Faii of 1998, after 

which the land on which the grain elevator stood would revert back to the CNR. The CNR 

would have to continue payiag for the two kilometres of trackage that passes through the 

comrnunity as the line is part of the main CNR east-west line and will not be closed. The 

elevator was tom down during the fmt week in September in 1998. 

Closing the Grain Eievator 

The closure of a local elevator generates much displeasure, which surfaces before and 

after the decision has been made. This displeasure diminishes as the process evolves to 

dernolition, but it continues to remain present. Once the elevator has closed, the structure 



Figure 3.8 The Saskatchewan Wheat Pool Elevator in Feawood 
(Photo by author June 1998). 



is usualiy removed, largely because of the cost involved in maintaining a non-operating 

elevator. Yet whether or not there are alternative uses found for the structure, and whether 

debate arises 

around its closure and subsequent demolition, there exists a sub-text of local and provincial 

politics and corporate agendas. 

Some of the villagers of Fenwood have discussed in great detail the effect and impact 

of the loss of the grain elevator seMce and the building itself. There were some issues that 

presented themselves prior to and following the loss ofthe service and others that came about 

prior to demolition. The overall impression is that the grain elevator service and structure 

itseif were to be removed without considenition, of or consultation with, the local people. 

Prior to its closure, suggestions of alternative uses were made by several villagers to 

keep the Fenwood facility hctional  and operating, thus attempting to prevent its 

destruction. It was proposed that the elevator be converted to a cleaning mil1 by SWP, 

however this was deemed deasible  since larger nearby centres such as Melville have such 

facilities. The decision to not promote alternative uses in the elevator provoked an issue with 

respect to d development. Creating such a facility would contribute to reviving the 

economy of the town and would service the nearby producers, eliminating the need to travel 

greater distances. The suggestion seemed reasonable: a cleaning facility could be set up in 

the Fenwood elevator and pallets used in the operation could be made in the off-season. But 

the idea was not supported by the Pool. A local individual was interested in setting up a 

pnvate seed-cleaning facility in the closed Fenwood Pool elevator, but his request was also 

denied by the Wheat Pool. Hence, even when the interest was found which wodd take the 

pressure off S W  to operate such a facility, the re-use of the elevator was not permitted. 



Such action suggests that the elevator was going to be tom d o m  regardless of apparent 

interest or feasible vent~res. '~ 

The comunity's primary concems regarding the demolition of the elevator centres 

on the loss of tax revenue. Even when closed, the grain elevator continued to generate tax 

revenue for the community. Once removed, SWP no longer pays taxes, leaving a substantial 

deficit in the village's budget. Grain elevators cm generate upwards of $4000 of annuai tax 

revenue, which allows for road repairs, snow clearing and other municipal services. Future 

expenditures in the village will have to be budgeted very carefully and the possibility rem- 

bat the village may have to opt for hamlet statu, a process which would see Fenwocxi 

reabsorbed by the local Rural Municipality of Stanley. Had the grain elevator remained on 
/ 

site, a tax break would have been a viable option for those concerned so that revenue would 

still be generated, thus encouragïng potentid interest. The new terminal elevators being built 

are situated outside co1111~1ULZities in nearby fields, with tax revenue fiom these giants going 

to the Rural Municipality, rather than to one community. Since the Rural Municipality will 

have additional money fkom the presence of these elevators, dirninishing villages may be 

better off relinquishing their civic duties. 

Another concern deals with the level of traffic passing through the town. The number 

of non-residents stopping in the village is very small, almost non-existent Fenwood is 

fortunate to still have a post office and garage. In fact, since the general store closed dovm, 

the garage sells certain basic necessities such as milk. Throughout the Prairies there are 

many communities with no remaining senices. The hamlet of Edgeley, northeast of Regina, 

has no services other than the grain elevator (Figure 3.9). Should the grain elevator close 

l9 The Wheaî Pool is motivated to ovalook private interests for severpl masoas. 'Iherc is an 
extensive process involved in the transfer of a grain elevator and the Wheat Pool is conccmcd with the 
liability of those interested in taking over, because it is quite high. Also, the Whcat Pool feers 
abandonment in the L i ,  which may fa11 back on the Pool as the building will be seen as still king th& 
Pfoperty. 



seen in the distance (Photo taken by author June 1998). 
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down, Edgeley will become strictly a bedroom commuriity. Lack of services and existing 

cornrnunïty economy makes a familiar place unfamiliar. There is little to draw outsiders to 

the town and for the local people, basic necessities are not readily available. The closest 

community with essential seMces is approximately twenty kilometres away. The landscape 

of Edgeley continues to change kom a sustainable community to one that is coping with the 

loss of its core identity. The new identity is static and uncomparable to the old identity. 

In Fenwood, there has been a sense of bittemess towards the Pool since 1994, wten 

a new elevator was built in Ituna Some of the local fanners felt that the elevator shouid have 

been built closer to Goodeve and hence, closer to Fenwood (refer,to Figure 3.7). The Pool 

elevator in Goodeve closed shortly after the Pool elevator in Ituna openeci. M e r  Fenwood's 

Cargill elevator cbsed in 1987, f m e r s  who hauled grain to that elevator did not haul their 

grain to the Pool elevator located next door, but rather switched to the Pioneer elevator in 

Goodeve. in fact, some of the farmers chose to haul their grain to the closed elevator in 

Hubbard (twenty-six kilometres away) for storage. When the time came to sell, famers 

opted to take their grain to Melville even though the Pool elevator in Ihina was closer. This 

common behaviour is the farmer's way of protesting decisions made by corporate entities 

without consultation with or consideration of those who use the facilities. 

There are other ominous impacts of grain elevator closure and dernolition. Grain 

elevators were originally located every thirteen to sixteen kilometres (eight to ten miles) 

dong the raihoad tracks. Hauling crops this distance was not a daunting task and several 

trips could be made in a day often with vehicles and equipment that were in less than perfect 

operating condition. Now, grain producers do not haul to the larger, more distant centtes, 

as the condition of their vehicles do not allow them. Rather, they hire semi-trucking ngs to 

haul their grain for them. The number of semi trucking ngs on Praine highways has gmwn 

exponentially over the 1 s t  decade. While these rigs are hired to haul grain, the roads over 

which they travel were not designed to carry them. The roads in rurai Saskatchewan are 
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being damaged severely, and the number of c d t i e s  from accidents resulting h m  narrow 

laneways on country roads, hydroplaning, and the hcreasing presence of these large rigs is 

also on the increase. 

The Place of the Grain Elevator in Fenwood 

As tirne passes, familiar features that comprise the Prairie landscape are increasingly 

changing or disappearing. Little time is provided to realize the rapidity of change before 

artifacts and features are lost. There is despondency when the townspeople of Fenwood 

speak about how quickly change is affecthg their community. Several people made 

comments specincally relating to the grain elevator which revealed underlying sentiments 

about the situation. It was suggested by local residents that the actual sense of loss occurred 

three years ago when the elevator closed. The impact has already passed for many and prior 

to its dernolition, it was felt that there would not be as much of a sense of loss when it was 

physicdly removed. Resideats expected that the impact of watching the last grain elevator 

in the community king destroyed would be minimal. However, its demise left a lasting 

impression not to be forgotten. There was much astonishment in describing the toppling of 

the elevator, but also obvious dismay, as the effect of the Ioss was more than anticipateci. 

Details were recalled with great precision. The place of the Pool elevator in Fenwood 

remains as a memory for those who valued its presence and who now feel regret for its loss. 



3.6.2 Killaiy, Saskatchewan 

~illal?' is located twenty Mometres due south of Melville, Saskatchewan situated 

on a branch line of the CPR. The first settlers, many of whom were fiom Germany and 

Austria, moved into Killaly in 1907. It was not until 1909, with a population of seventy-two 

people, that Killaly was established as a village. Over the years the village had two general 

stores, a fùmiture store, harness and barber shop, elevator, blacksmith, hotel, livery barn, 

pool room and lumber yard. The village reached its peak in the 1940s with 150 people and 

three grah elevators - one Pool, one National and one Northern. These tbree elevators 

serviced the village untd the Northern elevator was tom down in the late 1950s and the 

National elevator closed in the late 1980s. The hotel burnt down in 198 1, and in retrospect 

this was the turning point and the beginning of a visible community decline. The population 

decreased slowly, businesses began to close and in 1994 the elementary school shut down. 

The population of Killaly in 1999 is 88. Services in the community include a post 

office, village office, grocery, hair dresser, seniors cornplex, church and a wire and cord 

company. The Prairie Pacific Wire and Cord Company moved into the old elementary 

school in 1995. The company had originally been set up in Melville but moved to the school 

in KiIlaly when they were made aware of its availability and afFordable rent. The village 

council offered the old elementary school to the company for its use for one dollar, and the 

company was awarded a tax break for the first three years of its operation. While at present, 

al1 of their employees are nom Melville, there is potential for local people to fhd 

employment as the company grows. Had the company not moved into the old school 

building, it was slated for demolition. An adaptive re-use was found for the old building 

which saved the new owners from having to build and saved the village the cost of tearhg 

The local descriptions, population and basic historical information were dcrivcd h m  the 
following sources: Statistics Canada (1999a); Town of Killaly (1990); Vern Huber Persona1 
Communication June 1998-November 1998, Adam Kreiser, Personal Communication, June 1998. 
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it down. Thus, while other businesses have pulled out of the community and the situation 

the village is faced with looks desolate, there is some renewal of economic growth which 

some see as an indicator of better things to corne. 

The Pool elevator was built in 1 927 with a capacity of 1 270 metric tonnes (3 5,000 

bushels). An annex was added in 1954 increasing the handling capacity to 1995 metric 

tonnes (55,000 bushels). According to one of the local fmer s ,  the Killaly elevator was not 

always the fht choice of grain producers in the area. However, they would ofien get a 

higher grade for their crop at the Killaly elevator. Often, other elevators would be filled to 

capacity (or plugged) and the producers wouid have to haul to Killaly. Grayson, located 

sixteen kilometres away (Figure 3.1 O), was known as a preferred delivery point because it 

was a larger community that had other services available, such as banking and tetail. With 

the closure of the Kiilaly Pool elevator in 1996, the grain producers in the area were forced 

to haul their crops to Waldron or Melville. Figure 3.1 0 identifies these com~~lunities nea. 

Killaly with an operational elevator. The branch line beside the elevator was closed in early 

1 997 with the last train passing through the community in March 1997. When the researcher 

was conducting research in the village during the fkst week of July 1998, the town clerk was 

not aware of any set demolition date for the elevator but, it was anticipated. The elevator had 

been sitting unused for over a year (Figure 3.1 1 ) . The elevator was tom down on August 24, 

1998 with little notice given to the community. The cost to demolish the Killaly Pool 

elevator was $25,000. 

Closing the Last Elevator 

The demolition of the p h  elevator in Killaly led to sentiments of emptiness, loss 

and sadness for rnany who witnessed the expiration of a central element of the local 

landscape. However, the consensus is that there is little sympathy fiorn a younger generation 

who do not seem to understand the repercussions of such an event. Several local people 



Figure 3.10 Ki1l.h and Surroundiag A m .  



Figure 3.1 1 The Saskatchewan Wheat Pool Elevator in Killaly 
(Photo taken by author JuIy 1998). 



commented that the lack of knowledge of the local history, and contribution of each element 

to the landscape of the community is a sign of identity decay. Understanding the foundation 

from which the village was built is essential for maintaining a logicai and coherent record 

of the pst .  There mut be an accepted realization by the local people that change has 

occurred and that a way of life is gone. Key landmarks that exist as everyday components 

of our lives should be protected because of their relationship to the character of the 

community. 

Prior to the demolition of the elevator, there were calls for the preservation of the 

structure. For those who felt it should be maintained after its fùnctional purpose no longer 

existed, keeping the grain elevator was the obvious t b g  to do. However, the concem 

brought fonvard by others lay with who would continue with the preservation efforts if these 

custodial-minded people should leave. Dwindling populations and increasing economic 

pressures have created an unstable setting for many small Prairie towns and grain producers 

living near these communities. There is much uncertainty due to poor market pnces and a 

changing socio-economic climate. Anticipating successfid crops is becomhg more diflicult 

as more factors become involved. Increasingly people are having to move out of the farming 

industry and away fiom the smaller rural communities and into larger centres. Between 197 1 - 
1976, sixty-nine percent of rurai migrants in the Prairie provinces left for urban areas and this 

proportion was virtually the same during 1986- 1 99 1 (Rarn et al. 1 99 1,45). Statistics Canada 

reports that the proportion of rural population migrating to large urban centres continues to 

increase in the mid-to-late 1990s. Several community members may wish to save their 

elevator but should they leave, the onus of caring for the local landmark falls into the han& 

of people who may not be interested in the heritage of the grain elevator, and the lingering 

responsibility of caring for it is seen by some as a burden. However, the d t y  of the 

situation remains that once an elevator is gone, it essence cannot be replaceci. Now that the 

Killaly elevator is gone, there is much despondency. , 



There were several concems raised about issues relating to farming which hevitably 

tied in with the reaction to the decline of the country grain elevator. The closure and loss of 

the elevator are at the forefiont of these issues and therefore i den te  a need to address 

matters related to the agricultural industry. An underlying concept that was prevalent in the 

Killaly case study was the concern that the cliché: "Bigger is Better " is becoming the nom. 

This remark was made in several conversations. The famiers reported that more grain 

producers are selling to the open market in the United States because they can get a slightly 

higher pnce per bushel (GE-02)21. This action undermines the philosophy behind the 

existence of the Canadian Wheat Board (CWB), which sets thejprice of grain across the 

Prairies and establishes regdations and standards throughout the industry, so that there is 

equal opporhuiity for al1 grain producers. Farmers in Killaly felt that continued dealing with 

American-based grain companies would jeopardize the Canadian market and possibly lead 

to an eventual collapse of the Wheat Board. While such a suggestion seems drastic, current 

market trends suggest that the Canadian Wheat Board is concerned with these losses to the 

United States. The struggle of the individuai faxmer is also tied into the ''Bigger is Better" 

concept. Among those interviewed, there was much discussion about the pressure to increase 

the amount of land f m e d .  Acquiring more sections and quarters requkes more financial 

investment which many cannot afTord. Larger f m e r s  are buying up smaller f m s  to 

increase their holdings. The size of the f m s  is gening larger, while the number of grain 

producers is getting smaller? The farmer, who once hawested'three or four quarters, is 

21 GE42 is the reference for Grain Elevator Questionnaire 2. The Lighthouse questionnaires arc 
ab breviated as LH, followed by the number. 

" Overall, the number of fanns in the three Prairie provinces decfea~ed by 125 per cent between 
1 99 1 and 1996. Statistics Canada data for 1 99 1 and 1996 show a decrease of 9.2 per cent between the two 
censuses in the nurnber of individual fmers  farming in Canada- The decrease in the number of individuai 
fmers in Manitoba was 12.4 percent, in Saskatchewan it was 12.0 percent and in Alberta 3.1 per cent. 
The number of farms operating through parinerships or corporations in Canada uicreased by 12.7 percent. 
The increase in the number of partnerships or corporations was 18.3 percent in Manitoba, 9.9 percent in 
Saskatchewan, and 12.6 percent in Alberta (Statistics Canada 199 1, 1996). 
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being bought out by agricultural "tycoons" who harvest f3ty to seventy-five quarters. These 

7ycoons" continue to buy up sections of land, closing in around the smaller fatmer and his 

smaller parcels of land. These concems are closely related to the closure and loss of the local 

elevator; they are fùnctions of sweeping economic and technological changes in the 

agriculturai industry. 

In looking at changes in the industry, respondents and participants also noted the 

trend toward crop diversification. At one tirne the fields near Killlay were largely dedicated 

to barley, wheat, oats and flax. Market demands today have expanded fmer ' s  harvests into 

specialty crops, such as peas, lentils and canolê Specialty crops cannot be accommodateci 

at the oId country elevator, therefore new facilities are required. This is another strike against 

the old country elevator. In many regards, the grain elevator has become inefficient and no 

Ionger meets the needs of those who require their services. 

Issues identif'ied in Fenwood were also recognized by the people in Killaly. They too, 

have coacerm about the damage k ing  done to the back roads Ad highways by the large 

trucks transporthg grain farther distances, and they too, are concerned about indequate tax 

revenue and diminishing municipal services in the community now that the grain elevator 

and railroad are gone. 

The Place of the Grain Elevator in Killaly 

Many of the issues raised over the loss of the grain elevator did not speak directiy to 

sentiments of nostaigia or sense of place. However, the aories told when asked to r d  

mernories about the elevator did raise these sentiments. One gentleman spoke about how as 

a child he would sit on his doorstep across from the elevator and watch the horses and carts 

pull up, unload the grain, and wait for the grain to be transferred into hopper bins on the 

railcars. Over the y- the horses and carts were replaced by flatbk trucks as he carried on 

the tradition of watching the elevator with his grandchildren. However, with the elevator 



closed and tom down, the expenence becomes a memory and it saddens this one individual 

that his great-grandchildren will never have first-hand experience of that way of Me. The 

absence of the everyday landmark which once dorninated the horizon has had a tremendous 

impact on the village. The empty space left where the elevator once stood prompts an 

equally empty feeling tbat surfaces when the reality of the loss reaches a more personal level. 

Perhaps the most unexpected development following the loss of the elevator was the decision 

to post a "Welcome to Killaly" sign on Highway 22. A c'welcome" sign was not needed 

before as the elevator with the name of the community painted on its sides, was the village 

identifier Driving dong Highway 22 today, you do not know you are near Killaly until you 

have passed it. 

Void on the Landscape. 

The people of Killaly and Fenwood remarked fYequently that grain elevators were the 

raison d'être of Prairie communities. Grain elevators were often built first and cornmuaities 

grew up around them. They became a landmark and a standard part of the landscape. The 

grain elevator was where the f m e r s  did theu business and talked about fa-g with each 

other over coffee. Nowadays, the trucking rigs are the most conmon sight at the elevator, 

with the f m e r s  coming by primarily to pick up their pay checks. A hot beverage vending 

machine was installed outside the manager's office at the Pool elevator in Fenwood, but it 

was removed because those in charge of the grain companies decided that the elevator was 

not a place to sociaüze (GE-OS, GE-09). There was also something personal about dealing 

with the smaller elevators. On occasion the agent would rnix dry and moist wheat together 

and the farmer would get one grade for it, thus the same pnce for the whole load. The same 

consideration is rarely present today, especially at the larger, modified elevators. 

The elevator was fuadamental to many local people and to the nearby fârmers who 

hauled their grain there season after season. The older people in the community seem to 

experience the loss more deeply than the younger folks, who, according to the older 
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residents, are not upset by the closure and loss of their elevator. The generai sense is that the 

old Pool elevator means nothing to most of younger people, while for an older generation, 

there are strong ties and sentiments attached. The loss of the grain elevator fits into the 

equation of the profile of the Prairie persona. It is the simple subtleties that are in jeopardy. 

Small farmers, srndl famis, s m d  elevators, and small communities are ail at risk of losing 

their place in the Prairie landscape. 

3.6.3 Ingiis, Manitoba 

The village of ~ n ~ l i s ~ ~ ,  Manitoba came into behg during the "golden era" of grain 

handling between 1920 and 1930. It is situated near the Saskatchewan-Manitoba border, 

approximately twenty kilometres north of Russell and th*-five kilometres south of Roblin 

in the parkland region. Figure 3.12 identifies the location of the community and surroundhg 

area. The fïrst settlers in the area came from Poland and Germany and the village grew like 

many other Prairie t o m .  A railway station was built in 1 922, as were severd other services 

such as a pool hall, barber shop, livery, lumber yard and garage. A hall, hotel, pst office 

and butcher shop followed soon after and by 1925 there was a church, school and curling 

rink. The population reached a peak of 3 50 in the early 1940s but has hovered around two 

hundred people since the early 1980s. 

The first elevators were built in 1922. Paterson, Northem Elevator Company, 

Matheson-Lindsay and UGG elevators were al1 operating by 1925. A fifth elevator was built 

by Reliance in 1941. Over the years, a nurnber of amalgamations and consolidations 

occurred which resulted in changes of ownership: Northem Elevator became part of the 

National Grain 

" The local descriptions, population and basic historical alormation w a c  derived h m  the 
following sources: Statistics Canada ( 1  999b); Shannon Neuhofer, Personai Communication, May 1998- 
August 1999; Erik Nemberg, Personal Communication, October 1 998; Rural Municipality of Shcllmouth 
(1 995). 



Figure 3.12 Inglis and Surrounding Area. 



Company, which was bought by Cargill in 1974, and was taken over by Paterson shortly 

after. Matheson-Lindsay was taken over by Reliance in 1928, with a second taller elevator 

built in 1941. Manitoba Pool acquired that two-elevator unit in the early 1950s and UGG 

bought both elevators in 197 1. The five elevators that currently stand are shown in Figure 

3.13. A white Paterson elevator is at the north end of the row, with a double white UGG 

located next to it; a burgundy National eIevator (bought by Paterson) is farther south, and a 

white UGG is at the south end of the row. 

The rail line in IngIis was a small branch line off the main CPR track. Since the 

1 WOs, it has been threatened with closure. In 1 995, when the CPR £inaliy closed the branch 

line, the Paterson Grain Company completed construction of a' large inland terminal in 

Binscarth, and UGG cancelled their operating licence, the row of elevators closed. 

Despite these orninous developments and in spite of the current trend toward fading, 

nual Prairie towns, lnglis has proven resilient to the pressures of changes in the economy, 

advances in technology and the pressures of urbankation. In 1999, there is still a school 

(grades kindergarten to nine), post office, grocery store, hotel/bar, restaurant, skating and 

curling rink and several otber small businesses. Inglis is an example of a lifestyle and setting 

once cornmon throughout the Prairies but now increasingly difficult to h d .  

Several years prior to the closure of the elevators, steps had been taken toward 

protecting them fiom what many viewed as their inevitable demise. As assessrnent was 

made of the econornic and socid vdue of the Mpressive row. This proved to be an arduous 

undertaking, with many impediments. The ambitious nature of the project fuelled a fire to 

ensure that the grain elevators would be preserved, despite the odds against them. 



Figure 3.13 The Row of Elevators at Inglis (Photo taken by author June 1998). 



95 

Keeping the Elevators 

While the row of elevators officially closed in the Fa11 of 1995, its sigifîcance and 

reputation had been recognized for many years. In 1992, the Historic Resources Branch of 

Manitoba Culture, Heritage and Citizenship prepared an extensive study on the grain 

elevators in Manitoba (Everitt 1992). This study assessed the landscape of the grain elevator 

in Manitoba and identified elevators, which best exemplified histoncal integrity and were 

representative of the golden era of grain handling, for preservation. A study conducted by 

Dr. John Everitt, Professor of Geography at Brandon University, concluded that the row of 

vintage elevators at Inglis, Manitoba was the best candidate for restoration. Gany Enns, a 

pnvate consultant identified the potential significance to the Iocal residents of Ingiis in 

August 1994 in a presentation on regional tourisrn to the Russell and Area Chamber of 

Commerce. He identifled the capability of the site for cultural tourkm which would result 

in economic gain for the ana (Xnglis Area Heritage Committee 1998). The hglis Area 

Heritage Committee (IAHC) had been formed in Novernber 1994, under the direction of 

Marcia Rowat, a resident of  the cornrnunity. The W C ' s  main concem was that the long- 

standing f i m e  of their community was at risk of disappearing and that concentrated efforts 

were needed to prevent such a loss. Discussions began with UGG and N.M. Paterson and 

Sons Ltd. in anticipation of the elevators' closure. The group wished to negotiate the 

feasibility and liability of taking ownership of the elevators once they closed. The IAHC 

contacted the provincial Ministry of Culture, Heritage and Citizenship to obtain guidance for 

the process which they were about to embark upon and during the winter of 1995, the 

Manitoba Heritage Council formally recommended that the Hist0i-i~ Sites and Monuments 

Board of Canada (HSMBC) review the potential national significance of the Inglis row of 

elevators (Historie Resources Branch 1994). 

What makes the hglis  row of elevators unique is that they are the only swivor of 

a large row in Manitoba: large rows tended to be built West of Manitoba, and many of the 
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surviving fïrst-generation elevators in the eastern Prairies were rebuilt or renovated in the 

mid 1900s (Fulton 1995a, 825). Four of the five elevators at Xnglis were built before 1925, 

and no new elevators have been added to the row since 1941. ' In November 1995, the 

HSMBC reported that the row of country elevators at Inglis, Manitoba is "of national historic 

signifïcance and recommended that it be commemorated by means of a plaque." In February 

1996, the Inglis elevators were designated a National Historic Site by the Government of 

Canada @AHC 1998). 

The IAHC held community meetings to outline the scope of the project and the 

impact of such a venture on the community. At an April 1997 meeting, residents agreed that 

the IAHC should continue to work toward saving the elevators with a progress evaiuation 

to follow in May 1998. In the meantirne, the IAHC was investigating ways to finance a 

project of such magnitude, as it was projected to cost over a million dollars to maintain and 

operate annuaily. On April30, 1998, a Parks Canada National Cost-Sharing Program was 

approved, which gave the green light for the initial steps in the restoration process to 

proceed. The project is making headway with both corporate and public support necessary 

to offset the cost of restoration and repair. 

The efforts initiated at the grass roots level and the foresight of the IAHC to 

acknowledge that this project was of colossai proportions were phenomenal. The grain 

companies that have corne on side and are cooperating with the project recognize the 

professionalism and legitimacy of the iAHC and acknowledge the importance of preserving 

the site. The elevators m o t  be rebuilt with the same authenticity and integrity once they 

have been tom down. Presemation efforts must be enforced to ensure the survival of such 

prominent Prairie landmarks 

While the project appears to be on schedde there has been some Iocal opposition to 

the initiative of the IAHC to preserve the row of elevators. Concerns were voiced about the 

cost to the municipality and expenditure of tax payers dollars to save the five dilapidated 



grain elevaton. However, the money allocated for the project is dedicated to heritage by the 

federal govemment and if Inglis did not get it, then it would be re-routed to another heritage 

project in another community. Another concern centred on the threat of fire in notoriously, 

volatile, stagnant elevators. Protecting the elevators, and thus the community h m  fire was 

addressed immediately by means of a thorough fire prevention plan for the elevators. The 

issue of liability remains a concem not only with safety but with the remote possibility that 

the IAHC would abandon the project. To that end, the UGG and,Paterson donations were 

invested to ensure money for demolition, should that ever be necessary. While concems 

brought forward were legitimate and not unfounded, they were concerns that had been or 

were king addressed by the cornmittee themseives. A very thorough assessrnent of the site 

and the implications of preservation was conducted prior to making the decision to proceed 

(ZAHC 1998). The key to the success of the Inglis project is to bring the people on-side. 

People need to be idormed and to see work king done on the site. While the project is still 

in the planning stages, it remains abstract and its importance and magnitude are more 

difficult to comprehend. As repair and restoration work on the elevators begins at the site, 

the undertaking should gain additional support and momentum. 

Future Aspirations 

Future plans include the promotion of the elevators as pari of a heritage package that 

would incorporate other heritage aspects in the region such as the churches, old f m  houses, 

and other agricultural artifacts. The restoration of the row of elevators will occur over a four- 

year penod at a cost of three million dollars, including a one million-dollar endowment fund 

to provide for fùture operation and maintenance. The plans for the elevators include the 

operation of one as an interpretation centre, one will exist as a working model, and 

commercial re-uses wiil be sought for the others. Some of the possible uses include a micro- 

brewery, an organic miil, or a combination bed and breakfiut, craft shop and restaurant. As 
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the site develops. issues of integrity will have to be adciressed. ~ o & k a t i o n s  made to adapt 

the structures for muse may be necessary for their sustainability, however they must not 

compromise the character by changing the physical appearance, or minimize the original 

structure so that their origioal purpose is lost. 

3.7 Summary 

The century-long story of the country grain elevator is poignant. The transition of the 

grain producing industry since the Depression of the 1930s has been rwolutionary and the 

complexity of grain f&g has been exceptional. The persistence of the country elevator 

over such an extended period of time reveals its endurance and ability to adapt to changing 

economies, environments, technologies and human idluence. Whether the country elevator 

can withstand a new test of time is uncertain but the prospects are not promising. The case 

studies revealed two dismal outcornes, while the final study identified a new chapter in the 

place of the country elevator in western Manitoba and perhaps one of the oniy ones in ail of 

the Prairies. The unimaginable ambition of the Inglis Area Heritage Cornmittee to undertake 

the preservation, restoration and adaptive re-use of five elevators is phenomenal because of 

the magnitude and size of such a project. Yet, these may be the only elevators able to 

withstand the test of tirne, with adequate and continued protection. There is a multi-layered 

history to uncover - each elevator with its own stones to tell. The survival of Inglis 

elevators is due in part to the fact that they continue to stand in a row. Collectively, they 

have a story to tell, which is on par with the story of the elevators at F e n w d  and Killaly. 

But the one solitary elevator in Fenwood and Killaly, left standing on the horizon, could only 

speak alone. Its neighbom have long disappeared. While the desolate Fenwood and Killaly 

silhouettes that lingered in the background spoke volumes about a way of life, the 

interpretation of several predominantly older elevators assemblai in a line speaks enduringly. 
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The foilowing chapter traces the evolution of the Iighthouse on the Canadian 

landscape, and focuses on the east coast of the country in lwking at case studies of 

preservation efforts. A commonality between the demise of the lighthouse and grain elevator 

begios to reveal itself fiom observing these two features separately. Cornmon bonds between 

the grain elevator and Lighthouse are M e r  discussed in Chapter Five, as weii as their 

noticeable differences. 



Chapter 4: Lighthouses 

This chapter briefly outlines the origins of the lighthousez4 on the Canadian 

landscape, and how its evolution over time has led to the cwent  situation of abancionment 

and dernolition. As property of the Canadian Coast Guard (CCG), lighthouses have become 

surplus and are rapidly k ing  replaced with metal-fiame, automated towers. They are king 

disposed of to offset high maintenance costs and because they are no longer needed. Details 

about the light source and light mechanism are discussed at the beginniog of the chapter to 

show how advancing technology has contrïbuted to the automation and destafEng of 

lighthouses. Lighthouses once dominated the Canadian coastline, many with light-keepen 

and their families living on site. This way of life has d l  but k e n  abandoned and the number 

of lighthouses visible on the coastline continues to decrease. 

The layout of this chapter differs somewhat fiom the format of Chapter Three: The 

Grain EZevutor because the lighthouse region is not as easily defined a s  the country elevator 

region. Spread out over Canada's vast coastline, there are various differences between east 

and West, north and south (Le. Great Lakes). This is reflected in Section 4.4 Canadian 

Lighdiouse Regions where five lighthouse regions are identified and briefly discussed. This 

section offers a general history of lighthouses in each region before investigating the results 

of changes to the lighthouse landscape as a whole. The reactions to changes in the landscape 

are included in recognizing the efforts of lighthouse preservation societies to protect these 

valued assets. The parameters of mdying lighthows in Canada are such that, for the scope 

of this research, it was practicd to select one region on which to focus more closely. Three 

case studies were chosen fiom the Avalon Peninsula in Newfoundland, where field work was 

conducted. 

24 For the purpose of this thesis, the temi Iighrhoure refers to a structure with an encloscd lighh 
flashing beam with possibly a light-keeper's dwelling attached or nearby. This is not the Coast Guard's 
definition of a iighthouse, which they define as one structure in which both the light tower and Light- 
keeper's dwelling are housed (See photograph in Appendk B). The tenn used by Coast Guard to 
descni a separate light tower and lightkeeper's dwelling (which is primarily the assemblage of buildings 
existing today) is a Iighr-station. The Coast Guard however, unofficially uses both terms intctchangeably. 



4.1 The Place of the Lighthouse 

The origin of the lighthouse on Canada's east coast can be traced to the mid- 

eighteenth century. At this tirne, the still sparsely-populated dark and treacherous coastline 

of the north-west Atlantic claimed many ships and their lives of their mws ,  making their 

way across the ocean on tram-Atlantic joumeys. While the first Canadian lighthouse was 

built at the French fortress of Louisbourg in 1 7 3 4 , ~  other lighthouses, such as those found 

on the southeast coast of Newf'oundland, were the k t  landfall lights thaî came in view for 

ships crossing the ocean. Cape Pine (1851) and Cape Race (1856) were not the first 

lighthouses buiit in Newfoundland. However, they can be argued to be the most strategically 

placed, where ships crossing fiom the British Isles k t  caught a glimpse of the so-called 

'Wew World." Lighthouses have guided many mariners to safety for centuries and they 

remain a powerfùl symbol of Canada's maritime heritage. They are an integral part of the 

seascape and they signify a way of life associated with the sea. They have become not only 

hallmarks of guidance and safety, but also of the romantic and nostalgie. The presence of 

light-keepers also plays an important role in the essence of the lighthouses and remains an 

important part of their authenticity. 

The lighthouse has progressed fiom a simple beacon f i e  on an exposed headland to 

skilfûlly-built masonry towers of considerable height, and well beyond the oil-burning, wick- 

fed lamps fitted with parabolic reflectors and prisms of intricate design (Bush 1975,2). The 

transition of the traditionai structure to the more modem and efficient design that exists to&y 

has somewhat compromised the older character of the lighthouse. The aesthetically-pleasiag 

architecture that was once dispersed dong the coastline is becomhg obsolete while at the 

same time king replaced with open-work metal towers. The evolution ofthe lighthouse into 

ZS The lighthouse at Louisbourg burned down in 1736, was rebuilt in 1738, and desimyed in the 
British siege of June 9, 1758. It was not replaced until 1 842 (Bush 1975,20). Sambro Island is referred 
to as the oldest operating ligtithouse in Canada; it was built in 1760 and mains sîanding today. 



a metaï hme can uitimately be atûibuted to advances in technology and cost-effective 

measures. At the tum of the twentieth century, Canada had more than eight hundred d e d  

lighthouses (CCG 1999). Prior to the electrification of lighthouses in the 1930s - "the 

beginning of automation" - the majority of the lighthouses would have been stafEed. Records 

show at the be-g of the First World War there were 2,461 lights and 106 fog alarms 

(Canada Parliament 191 6,4). Currently in 1999, there are only 583 lighthouses remaining 

with less than ten per cent staffed? Figure 4.1 identifies the location of these 583 

lighthouses across the country, al1 of which are automated." Adviced technology, such 

as radiobeacons, radar and LORAN C (Long Range Aid to Navigation), have changed the 

capabilities and expectations of navigators. The availability of Global Positionhg Systems 

(GPS) coupled with other technological programs have enabled widespread electronic 

navigation - M e r  reducing the role of lighthouses as aids to navigation and making the role 

of the light-keeper redundant (CCG 1999). 

4.2 Composition, Colour, and Mechanics 

While they al1 extend in a vertical dimension, lighthouses corne in al1 shapes and 

sizes. Some Canadian lighthouses reach heights of thirty-five metres?' while others rnay be 

less than ten metres tall. The height of a lighthouse is deterrnined by its location. Ta11 

lighthouses are generally found on lower shores in order to gain maximum range, while 

shorter towers are built on higher promontories because fog at high elevations may obscure 

26 Of the fi@-two staffed light-stations still remaining, twenty-seven are i. British Columbia, 
twenty-four are in Newfoundland and one is in New Brunswick. 

27 The subject of automation is discussed in greater detail in Section 4.6  

28 The tailest lighîhouse in Canada was the Capdes-Rosiers in Quebec ot thirty-four m m .  nie 
second tallest is at Point Amour in Newfoundland at thhty-three metres, which is d l  standing (Bush 
1975.) 



Figure 4.1 Lighthouses in Canada in 1998 
(Dam Source: Canadian Coast Guam& List of Lights 1998). 
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the lighthouse (Bush 1975,lO). Taller towers tend to be cylindrical and round, while shorter 

towers tend to be square. 

A variety of materials have k e n  used to constxuct lighthouses and light towers. Such 

matenais have included stone, wood, iron plates, brick, concrete and combinations of these 

materiais. There were problems with each of these materials related to any number of 

reasons: expense, lack of durability or unsuitable for creating livable conditions. Stone 

lighthouses were common, especidy on the Great Lakes, but the material was not hardy 

enough to witbstand harsh coastal climate conditions of the Atlantic provinces, especially 

Newfoundland. Wood was the most comrnon type of material used because it was readily 

available. Iron plates were the most preferred matenal used in Newfoundland, as they 

proved durable and were nearly maintenance-fiee. But this matenal also caused problems. 

In some cases the light-keeper and his family were expected to live in the same structure as 

the light but the iron building was too cold and damp. A separate Iight-keeper's dwelling had 

to be built as a result. Mso, iron was more expensive than other local materials such as stone 

and wood. Most lighthouses built after 1950 were made primadi fiom concrete and steel. 

Based on their shape and composition, lighthouses can be placed into four broad 

categories: the cylindrical, stone lighthouse was predominant in the early years of Lighthouse 

building; the square, wooden lighthouse is the more common type of lighthouse found in 

many regions in Canada; the cylindrical metal tower was usually made h m  cast iron plates; 

and the polygonal, concrete lighthouse h t  appeared on Canadian shores in the early 1900s. 

The colour of a lighthouse varies with the location of a particular light and with its 

natural background.   trip es? usually red, were painted on white light-stations, as during the 

winter months they would be camouflaged against the snow-covered, background scenexy. 

WhiIe the flash could stiH be seen, it was dBicuit to identiQ the lighthouse building fiom 

" T h m  is great variety in the colour and type of day markings on lighthouse, ranging h m  red 
crosses, red horùoncal or vertical stripes, to black and white horizontal stripes (Baird 1999b, 1338). 
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offshore. Some stations were painted al1 red or had black stipes as opposed to red stripes. 

However, the colour of the lighthouse, used in navigation as a daymark, was not as crucial 

as the colour of the light emitted, since dflerent light colours carry different meanings. 

The Iight mechanism within al1 lights is made up of lenses, a light source and a power 

supply. Mechanisms in lighthouses vary depending on the date of establishment and 

subsequent rnodeniization. Lighthouses established in the mid-nineteenth century 

incorporated seal oil burning lights with reflecting Ienses. Lighthouses established near the 

turn of the twentieth century burned kerosene oil and had rehcting lenses, while lighthouses 

built since the 1950s use electricity. Over tirne, older lighthouses evolved with modem 

technology, so that today the majority of the lighthouses are electric-powered or operate by 

sun switche~.~' 

4.3 Canadian Lighthouse Regions 

Unlike the grain elevator, lighthouses are not concentrated in one specific region of 

the country. Whereas the grain elevator is concentrated within the Prairie region that spw 

the Intenor Plains, the lighthouse is dispersed dong the Canadian coastline: fiom Vancouver 

Island in the West, to Hudson Strait in the north, to Newfoundland and Labrador and the 

Maritimes in the east and to the Great Lakes inland, fonning a linear region. Thus, 

ident iwg one succinct lighthouse region is not possible. The Coast Guard has identified 

four navigational aids regions from which it directs its operations (Figure 4.2). Each 

jurisdiction has its own regional dùector and superintendent and are operated individually 

to address the needs of each region. 

Navigational aids are designed to suit the needs of the mariner and to withstand the 

climatic elements in each of the regions. As previously mentioned, the size and shape of a 

'O A sun switcWvalve is a photometric device activated by l i e  mitching the light off at dawn 
and on at dusk or when poor weather reduces visibility and brightness. 
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lighthouse is dependant on its surroundings. While each lighthouse has unique and site- 

specific attributes, the general lighthouse landscape is compnsed of a senes of buildings and 

equipment that belong to the functional part of the operation, and a series of vernacular 

"imprints" that develop fiom people inhabiting the lighthouse. The fünctional part of the 

landscape includes the light tower, the light-keeper's dwelling, the fog alarm building and 

the equipment shed. The vernacular includes the collection of buildings, fences and 

pathways which identifies the intensive use of the land near the light tower. It also includes 

the use made by the families living at the lighthouse of the resources around them. Figure 

4.3 exhibits two photographs of a typical lighthouse: one fiom the eariy 1900s and one fiom 

the present. Several of the light-stations had gardens to provide the families with fksh 

vegetables but little evidence of these remain today. The path to and around the lighthouse 

still exists and there are markings on the light-keeper's house where the celiar was once 

attac hed. 

The two photos in Figure 4.4 identifL another lighthouse: the f k t  photograph was 

taken in the 1920s, while the second is the light tower and keeper's dweUing as it currently 

stands. As humans fiequent the landscape less and less, it takes on a different form and 

meaning, however. Remnants of past activities are visible. The current light tower in Figure 

4.4 for example, is built on the concrete foundation of the previous lighthouse, which was 

demolished in 1952. 

Observing other light-stations, especially those still staffed, reveals a similar 

ensemble of buildings. Figures 4.5 displays photographs of three different coastal Light- 

stations fiom which the light tower, generator shed, fog alarm building, light-keeper's 

dwelling and equipment building can be identified. While the arrangement differs fiom 

light-station to light-station, the types of buildings remain the same. Lighthouses in each 

region will have particular characteristics which differentiate hem fkom each other and h m  

lighthouses in other regions. However, the Department of Marine and Fishenes and its 



Figure 4.3. Changes to the Lighthouse landscape over time, Ferryland 1910,1997. 
Io 1997, only the keeper's dwelling, light tower and paths remain from the 1910 

record (Source: 19 10 photo-Molloy 1994. 1997 photo - taken by author). 



Figure 4.4 Fort Amherst Lighthouse, NF. The photograph on the left, taken in the 
1920s reveals a completely different landscape tban the ligbthouse photograph on the 
right, taken in the early 1990s (source: 1920s photograph - Centre for Newfoundland Studies, bletnorial 

University; I99Os photograph - Molloy t 994). 





successors relied heavily on standard plans fiom which to build their lighthouses. The same 

191 Sera plan for a thirty-foot octagond concrete tower was used coast to wast and the 

square, tapered, wooden towers were built to essentially the same design everywhere. The 

following sections bnefly describe the lighthouse landscapes found in five distinct regions 

in Canada3' As will be seen, each region had characteristic styles and shapes to their 

lighthouse structures, even though there was standard plan of design across the comtry. 

43.1 The Atlantic Coast: the Maritimes and Newfoundland 

The nrst lighthouses built in Canada were found on the Atlantic Coast. They 

included: Louisbourg (1 734), Sambro Island (1 760) and McNutt Island (1 788) in Nova 

Scotia; Partridge Island (1 79 1) and Brier Island (1 809) inNew Brunswick; and Fort Amherst 

(1 8 13) and Cape Spear (1 835) in Newfoundland (Figure 4.6). These Lighthowes helped 

guide ships through fog banks that persistently enveloped the rugged coastline. Many 

shipwrecks occurred off the Atlantic coast fiom the late 1700s until the early 1900s, 

enforcing the need for these navigationai aids. 

Lighthouses dong the Atlantic coast Vary in their shape, size and building material 

more so than those in any of the other regions in Canada Lighthouses in the Maritimes were 

made with stone or wood, while Newfoundland lighthouses were predominantiy made with 

cast iron, as it better withstood the elements. These first lighthouses were generally taIl 

structures approximately txenty to twenty-five metres in height. The exception was in 

Newfoundland where the common design in the early lighthouses was a two-to-three storey 

house with a Light showing from a cupola on the roof?* For the region as a whole however, 

" The landscape mgions idmtified do not follow the jurisdictional boundaries set by the Coast 
Guard. The regions have been identified based on style of lighthouse (size, shape and building matcrial) as 
well as their location. 

" A photograph of this style of lighthow, designed by Newfoundland enginca Robert Okc, can 
be seen in Appendix B (top photograph). 



Figure 4.6 The Fimt Lighthouses Built on the East Coast o f  Canada 
(Source: Bush. 1 975). 
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shoner, compact lighthouses were built as the development of the lighthouse system 

progressed. 

4.3.2 The Gulf and the St, Lawrence 

Lighthouses were necessary dong the Strait of Belle Isle and Cabot Strait to provide 

shipping vessels fiom Europe with a faster route to the St. Lawrence that was d e .  Lights 

were placed dong the Saaits at Point Amour, Belle Isle North and Belle Isle South, on 

Anticosti Isle, M e r  into the Gulf at Bird Rocks to the Gaspé Peninsula at Cap-des-Rosiers 

and at the mouth of the St. Lawrence at Pointe-des-Monts (Figure 4.7). 

Two of the tallest lighthouses built in Canada are found in this region: Cap-des- 

Rosiers, replaced in 1 967, stood at thirty-four metres tall, while Point Amour still stands at 

thirty-three metres tall. The lighthouses in this region varied in bth building material (brick, 

tunber and stone) and shape (tall and cylindrical to short and squat), with the taU Lighthouses 

being fonned in the Straits and the Gulf and the short lighthouses in the St. Lawrence.') 

The lighthouses in this region were govemed by Trinity House, patterned after the 

British organization, once it was established in the Quebec area in 1805. Trinity House in 

Britain established regdations and practises regarding lighthouse management around which 

many Lighthouse Boards, including the Quebec TNiity House, modeiled their approach 

(Bush 1975,8). One of the first projects of Quebec Trinity House was to build a lighthouse 

on Ile Verte at the hazardous junction of the Saguenay and Saint Lawrence rivers. 

33 On the upper St Lawrence, the shape and rize of a section of the Lighthouses changes 
dramaticdly. Found among the Thousand IsIands and r e f d  to as river lighthouses, these structures 
were sho6 square, wooden towers which enabied river steamers to sail by night. O d y  one of these river 
lighthouses, on Cole's Shoal, remaias today (Bush 1975,74). 



Figure 4.7 Lighthouses in the Straits and St. Lawrence 
(Source: Bush. 1975). 
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4 3 3  The Great Lakes 

Lighthouse development on the Great M e s  coincided with that dong the Atlantic 

coast. Following the pattern of scttlement, lighthouses first appeared in Lake Ontario in 

1804 at Mississauga Point, followed by a light at Gibraltar Point in 1808. Construction of 

lighthouses in this region was slow, but were necessary, as the Lakes were often struck with 

savage storms comparable to those on the ocean. Seas on the Lakes were sharper and 

shorter, which proved to be a navigational ordeal for any mariner as rocks, shoals and 

sandbars were always within range (Bush 1975,59). 

The first lighthouse on the Canadian shore of Lake Erie was at Long Point in 1830, 

followed by Point Pelee in 1833. On Lake Huron, the first lighthow was at Godench in 

1847 and on Lake Superior in 1872. Most of the lighthow conskction on Lake Superior 

has occurred since the 1940s, with skeleton towers and pole lights dominating (Bush 1975, 

74). 

Many of the lighthouses in the Great Lakes region are made fiom stone quarried h m  

the nch source of limestone in the region. The average height of many of these lighthouses 

was twenty metres, with some as short as six metres and some as tail as twenty-seven metres. 

One distinct feature about lighthouses on the Great Lakes is their slender, cylindrical and 

hexagonal shape. Figure 4.8 shows the plan and profile of the Mississauga Point Lightholw. 

This style of lighthouse is more cornmon in the Great Lakes than in any of the other regions. 

43.4 The Pacific Coast 

Lighthouse development on the West coast of Canada did not occur until much later 

than the Atlantic Coast and the Great Lakes, following the pattern of colonization and 

settlement. The first lighthouses - Race Rocks and Fisgard - illuminatecl the west coast in 

1850, and remained the only two lighthouses on the West coast for two decades. M e r  British 

Columbia joined the Canadian Codederation in 187 1, more lighthouses began to appear 



Figure 4.8 A Diagram of the Profile of  M U s h u g a  Lightbouse, 1804 
(Source: Public Archives of Canada, 1804) 



dong the West coast and by the tum of the twentieth century there were twenty-six 

lighthouses and six steam fog-alarms. Figure 4.9 identifies the location of these lighthouses. 

Currently there are fifty-two light-stations in British Columbia, twenty-seven of them are 

staf5ed. 

Built fiom materials such as brick, sandstone and wood, lighthows on the west coast 

tend to be under twenty-five metres high, ranging in height fiom ten metres to twenty-three 

metres." At one t h e ,  the common type of lighthouse on the Pacific Coast is the wooden 

tower with attached dwelling, due to the abundance of lurnber along the heavily wooded 

shores (Bush 1975,80). Current lighthouses are made fiom concrete and steel. 

43.5 The Sub-Arctic and Inland Waterways 

In addition to less maritime traffic and less demand, the presence of permafrost and 

the expense in transporthg building materials to the North has resulted in the absence of the 

'Yraditional-style" of lighthouse in this region. Pole lighls, such as open-work steel and 

aluminum towers have played the role of the "lighthouse" in the sub-Arctic since 19 13, when 

acetylene pole Lights were installed along the shores of the Hudson Strait (Bush 1975,82). 

M e r  the Second World War, the northem navigational ai& were transformed into 

electrically-operated steel towers. 

Navigational aids on inland waterways, such as the Ottawa River and the Mackenzie 

River System are predorninantly metal towers and pole lights, rather than ligbthouses. There 

are very few lighthouses on the waterways, with the exception of a handfbl of short, square, 

tower-type Iighthouses along the Ottawa River. 

" nie exception is the R3ce Rocks light, which overlooh the Straits of Juan de Fuca st îhirty-one 
metres tail. 



Figure 4.9 Ligbtbouses establisbed on tbe Pacific Coast by 1900. 
(Source: Bush. 1975). 
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The bnef descriptions of the lighthouse regions are meant to reveal the diversity and 

variety of this landmark that differs considerably fiom the grain elevators, which were ail 

created of the same design and with the same material. The descriptions also demonstrate 

the impossibility of identifjing one concise region as a lighthouse region, as it would 

discriminate fiom other areas or locations. The difference in styles of lighthouses also 

contributes to the diverse nature between the regions. Nonetheless, they al1 serve the same 

purpose: they act as aids to navigation. 

4.4 Administrators 

This section looks at two significant components and influences on the lighthouse 

landscape in Canada. The role that the Canadian Coast Guard and the light-keeper have 

played in the operation and maintenance of these structures has been crucial to their 

existence. 

4.4.1 The Canadian Coast Guard 

The Canadian Coast Guard is the authoritative body responsible for ensuring the 

safety of shipping in Canadian waters, including the system of marine navigation aids. The 

role of the Coast Guard has k e n  evolving since the earliest days of European settlement in 

Canada even though it was only officially established in 1962. At the time of Codederation 

in 1867, the new Canadian govemrnent acquKed an extensive collection of aids systems, 

lifesaving stations, canals and waterways, fleets of vessels, as well as the shoreline 

inCi,tnictures that had accumulated over the years in the colony (Canada, Department of 

Transport, n.d.). The Department of Marine and Fisheries was established at this time to 

oversee these marine responsibilities. The development of the Department saw marine 

activity increase rapidly and new responsibilities were established, including ice control, 

hydrography and eventually marine radio communications. In 1936, the Govenunent of 
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Canada passed the Department of Transportation Act, which led to the development of the 

Marine Services section of the Department of Marine and Fistienes. This was done in an 

attempt to address al1 modes of transportation by bringing them under one Federal authority: 

the Department of Transportation (Beaver, 1 973). 

The title of the Canadian Coast Guard was also given to the fleet of vessels that 

operated under the Marine Services branch of the Department of Transport in 1962, and was 

adopted for al1 the regulatory and operating activities of Marine S e ~ c e s  in 1975. In 1995, 

the services provided by the Canadian Coast Guard were transferred to the Department of 

Fisheries and Oceans @FO), where the maintenance and repair of navigational aids is part 

of the Marine Navigation Systerns Division. Under this guise, the focus of the Canadian 

Coast Guard shified fiom its role in Transport Canada as a direct link for transportation in 

Canada, to reflect the Coast Guard's role in the fidl range of ocean management activities 

which included "rnaintaining marine safety" (CCG 1995b). Under the guidance of thrre 

main principles, the Canadian Coast Guard m u t  ensure that al1 ships be able to navigate 

safely in Canadian waters, that al1 ships voyaging in Canadian waters be in seaworthy 

condition and that appropnate control be rnaintained over d l  ships operating in Canadian 

waters (CCG 1995b). The Coast Guard's primaxy role is not to create and maintain 

navigational aids as lighthouses form only a small component of the Coast Guard's 

operation. Its major prionties, such as ice-breaking, search and rescue, accident investigation 

and pollution cleanup demand the most attention. Certauily lighthouses and navigational 

aids are an important sector withui the Coast Guard. However, they are but one segment of 

a larger order of Coast Guard service lines. 

The Canadian Coast Guard is responsible for ensuring thai their navigational aids are 

in working condition and to undertalce the necessary repairs as part of regular maintenance. 

With thousmds of navigational aids dong Canada's coastlines and waterways, the job of 

tending to the lights becornes quite arduous. It is through the custodial àirection and 



expertise of the light-keeper that many navigational aids continue to exist in theu original 

form today. 

4.4.2 The Traditional Light-keeper 

Light-keeping has always k e n  considered a way of life, d e r  than just a job. Light- 

stations served not only as a navigational aids to mariners but also as homes for the keepers 

and their families." There was a close comection between work and family because home 

was also the workplace, and often light-keeping became a family occupation- The keepw's 

family would be trained in the special skills of the keeper and when the light-keeper was il1 

or had to travel to nearby communities, his wife would take over the duties (Richardson 

1945,3). The children, especiaily sons, helped their father fiom an early age and fkquently 

succeeded to the position upon his death or retirement (Tulioch 198 1, 12). The role of the 

light-keeper has evolved with the changes to the lighthouse itself. No longer are the same 

demands made on a light-keeper as in the past. This is discussed M e r  in the Section 4.5.1: 

Automation and Destaflng. 

Early light-keepers had to be educated, Iiterate men. q e y  were supplied with 

nautical charts, instruction manuals and "how-to" books supplied by the Lighthouse Board. 

They were also expected to write effectively - in maintaining daiIy logs, monitoring daily 

weather and ice conditions, and recording the passage of ships (Molloy 1994,24). The light- 

keeper's activities centred around the reliable operation of the light. Duties and 

responsibilities were set fort. in detailed instructions issued by the Lighthouse Board which 

were read to the staff by the principal keeper. Lighthouse regulations and practises in 

35 There has tended to be a predominance of male light-keepers at Canadian light-stations h m  
their earliest days. Women were very familiar with the operation of the lighthouse, however, as they wcre 
required to maintain the light should the keeper becorne sick. Several of the staffed stations in British 
Columbia still have families living at them and thus women continue to play an important d e .  Families no 
longer reside at Newfoundland's staffed lighthouses, however, nvo females are currently employed as 
light-keepers in Newfoundland. 
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colonies were based very closely on those in use in England and Scotland (Tulloch 198 1, 

9)P 

While those involved with keeping the light were dedicated to its maintenance, 

tending to the light itself could be considered monotonous and the-consuming. Pnor to 

automation, light-keeping was a twenty-four hour a day occupation with the closest aîtention 

required at night. Special care had to be taken to ensure that the light remained lit and that 

it was shining brightly. If the lamp showed signç of diminution or dullness, the wick had to 

be trimmed, the chimney cleaned or changed and the draft adjusted. Even after the light was 

in operation, the keeper could not leave the equiprnent unattended. Many of the light- 

stations had clock-work mechanisms that had to be wound up every tbree to four houn. If 

part of the rotatory equipment broke, the light would have to be t m e d  by hand (Richardson 

1946, 39). Duriog the day when the ligbt was exthguished, the reflectors had to be 

polished, the tank supplying oil to the Light had to be filled, the large panes of g las  in the 

lantem room had be kept clear of salt spray fiom the sea on the outside and soot from the 

lantem on the inside. Any "fke" tirne the keeper had was spent maintaining the rest of the 

building, for example, making repairs to the roof or painting the tower or steps. 

Light-keepen have k e n  held in a hi& place of honour by marines. It was welcome 

reassurance knowing that watchfid eyes were guiding them safely home or away fiom 

danger. The presence of the light was much more than just a beacon in the distance. It was 

knowing that there was a human dimension behind that light. Even though the role of the 

light-keeper has changed over the years, their connection to the lighthouse remains strong. 

The lure of the lighthouse stiil involves the romantic notion of the light-keeper and his femily 

combatting the elements to keep the light lit at a desolate light-station, even though such a 

" By 1 855, the English Board of Trade and Trinity Houx  of London had prepared a booklet on 
lighthouse management with instructions to keepers specifidy for use in the colonies, although similar 
replations were in force long before this date (Moir, 1958). 
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situation is extremely rare today. The light-keeper was the liaison behveen the mariner and 

safety. ClearIy, the unspoken relationship between the mariner and the light-keeper is one 

of deepest respect and appreciation. 

4.5 Change 

Unlike the gmin elevator, where several extemai factors contributed to changes in its 

existence, changes to the lighthowe have come fiom within the system of navigational ai& 

itself, with less extemal factors.37 The physical structure of the lighthouse bas been modifieci 

and adapted over the years, changing its appearance both inside and out The evolution of 

the oil-burning wick to the Argand lamp bas allowed better safety conditions and produced 

a stronger, visible light. The transition fiom the catoptric to dioptric (Fresnel) lenses has also 

advanced the effectiveness of the light. This progression coupled with the introduction of 

electricity in the early 1950s have contributed to the automation and resulting destaffmg of 

most Canadian lighthouses. The tems consolidation and amalgamarion were used when 

referring to grain elevators. The tems automation and destaflng describe a similar process 

with lighthouses. 

4.5.1 Automation and Destaffing 

The tuming point in the process of updating and modemizing lighthouse equipment 

came with the introduction and availabiliîy of electriciîy. The use of electriciîy to operate 

lighthouses dong the coastline began prior to the Fim World War and was completed by the 

'' While both grain ekvators and lighthousa have undergone major modifications to theù 
physical structures in the transition h m  old to new, the grain elevator has experienced more severe 
changes. These have come about because of outside factors such as branch-line closures, amalgamation of 
grain companies, loss of the Crow rate and an increasing global demand. The newer inland terminais do 
not fiinction in the same way, nor are they located Ui the same place as the ol4er elevator. The newer built 
skeleton towers do, however, fiuiction in the same way, often containing the light h m  the original towcr. 
They also rernain in the same location as  the original light structure. 
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end of the Second World War (Bush 1975,43). However, many lighthouses were not part 

of the initial electrification process as they were located in very remote and hazardous areas 

wbich made the establishment of the necessary networks for connecting them very costly. 

These lighthouses were eventually automated in the early 1960s, with many being destaffed 

at this time as weil. Equipment installed at d l  the sites alleviated much of the operational 

work that the light-keeper was required to do. On sites where the keeper did rern~iin,~' their 

job was '%O visually inspect equipment to ensure tbat a state of readlliess exists and that the 

equipment is operating properly" (CCG, 1995c, 12). Should the light fail to operate, the 

light-keeper would be required to operate it manually and report the problem to the Coast 

Guard's regional office. Lighthouses that were added to the system post-1945 were 

automated fiom their inception. Contemporary lighthouses are not only automated but also 

untended, as the services of a light-keeper are not required. 

Throughout the 1970s, the ongoing automation process resulted in continued 

destaffing. Sites that were destaffed were maintained by the Coast Guard. In some cases, 

former light-keepers who lived nearby were retained on contract to check the sites 

penodically to ensure the equipment w-as working properly. However, the light-keepers lost 

more than a job in the process of destaffug. The keepea of these lights were proud men 

who took great pride in operating their light. Their work was displayed ail day, everyday, 

and they were on the job regardess of conditions (Tulloch 198 1,9). They knew that the 

operation of the lights was important to many people nnd any negligence on their part codd 

result in the loss of lives. Their important role was behg replaced by technology and 

mechanized structures. Traditionally, the focal point of the light-keeper's work was tending 

to the light. As a result of the installation of automated equipment in the L WOs, light-keepea 

38 Those which remained &ed were the major lighthouses, required to be staffed due to 
extensive marine traffic in these areas and in certain cases, extrernely hazardous conditions which required 
additional navigational services. 



at manned light-stations were required to perfom different duties. Maintenance of the 

buildings and grounds was secondary. NOW, the situation was reversed. At an automated 

light-station, less tirne was spent on the light and the mai. part of the job was repairing and 

fullng the buildings and caring for the grounds. 

The initial years of automation in the 1970s were learning experiences for both the 

Coast Guard and the iight-keepers. It was a sign of the technological era that was fast 

approaching. Light-keepers were forced to find work in other areas, as not ail couid be 

reassigned to other positions withui the Coast Guard. The negative reaction to destaffing at 

this time was mostly community-oriented. Local people brought their concerns of d e t y  

before the federal and provincial governments, but the federal government felt that an 

adequate service could be provided by the new system. Automated stations were also 

considered more economically feasible. The plan to automate, resuiting in destaffing, was 

f d y  set by the Coast Guard and the federal government. Their ksearch on the effects of 

automation and destaffing produced study results they were satisfied with, and therefore the 

automation and destaffing program continued (Clements 1995, 1). For the last fifty years, 

commercial navigation has been progressively modernized through the use of new 

technologies. 

4.5.2 Evolution 

Many Canadian lighthouses have survived centuries ofbeing battered by the elements 

of nature, fiom winter storms to summer heat. Several still serve their original purpose as 

navigational aids with modifications to their appearance. However, they have not 

persevered without a stniggle. Figure 4.10 identifies the growth and decline of the number 

of lighthouses in Canada over the last three hundred years. In 1949 there were close to three 

thousand lighthouses dong the Canadian coastline. The peak number of lighthows in 



Figure 1.10 The Crowth and Decline of the Lighthouses in Canada 
(Data Source: Bush 1975. Deparmient o f  Transport 1935- 196 1.  Canadian Coast Guard, 
tirnits of Lights List 1975- 1998). 
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service (including buoys) occurred in 196 1 when there were just under 3,054, of which 2,500 

were automated, leaving 536 fully-Med (Canada, Department of Transport 1962,24). 

Between 1961 and 1972, an additional 272 lighthouses were automated. It was 

during the 1970s that these lighthouses were replaced with skeleton towers, and in many 

cases were removed fkom the landscape. At this same time destaffhg began to increase 

substantially. Between 1961 and 1996, 534 staffed lighthouses were reduced to sixty, 

i d e n m g  the destafnng of 476 lighthouses over a thirty-five year period 

Several lighthouses automated between 1972 and 1996 are currently visible in the 

landscape. However, ninety-one percent are untended or are no longer operating (NSLPS 

Database, 1999). The automation process clearly took its toii in the 1 960s and 1970s with 

the skeleton tower becoming the dominant navigational aid in the system. Figure 4.1 1 

displays an old Lighthouse with its modem replacement on BaccaIieu Island onthe east coast 

of Newfoundland. The foundation of the light-keeper's dwelling is in the background with 

the newly-erected skeleton tower adjacent to the older imperial light. The skeleton tower 

is regarded by the Coast Guard as more efficient and economicai than the traditional light- 

station. 

4.53 Surplus Structures 

Once a lighthouse is station is destaffed, the Coast Guard needs only a smaii section 

of property which would contain the light tower, fog hom house, an equipment building and 

possibly space to build a helicopter landing pad. Other structures, such as the lightkeeper's 

dwelling and storage sheds can be removed. The Coast Guard &mot afford to maintain 

them and they are responsible to ensure that they do not fa11 into dimepair. However, the 

surplus structures at the sites are not removed by the Coast Guard immediately, because in 

some cases, there are provisions for the disposal of buildings as identified in a Provincial 

Historic Sites Act or the Federal Heritage Buildings Review Office (FHBRO) Policy. 



Figure 4.1 1 The skeleton tower and ruins of the ligbtkeeper's dwelliag 
and 1859 lighthouse on Baccalieu Island off the tip of Trinity- 
Conception Bay Peninsula in Newfoundland (Source: CCG 1992). 



Historically, the lighthouse sites required large properties in order to accommodate 

light-keeper's families and support the operation of the light. Destatfing of the Light-stations 

has, and continues to, reduce the requirement of extensive sites. Under the FederaI Real 

Property Act and the Federal Real Property Regulations, established in 1992, Federal 

Departments are required to limit their administration of Red hoperty to only that which is 

needed (CCG 1996,24). Red Property no longer required for operation of services is to be 

disposed of and only portions needed for program delivery are to be retained. Where light- 

stations are concemed, the Real Property needed by the Coast Guard includes the light tower 

andlor equipment building and/or horn house and the land on which they are situated. The 

remaining structures on the site, including the lightkeeper's dwelling and other storage 

buildings, are located on the Real Property that the Coast G w d  is required to dispose of. 

The Coast Guard established three guidelines for leasing light-station property and 

structures to other parties. These guidelines take into consideration who would be leasing 

the structures and who would be responsible for liabilities in case of accident or injury. 

Structures would only be leased to private individuals in rare cases where an individual 

wished to commercially develop the site (e.g . restaurants, bed and breakfasts). Organized 

groups such as federal, provincial, municipal departments, development associations and 

heritage groups are preferred. These groups were thought to be better equipped to manage 

the properties. Also, preferences is given to leasing rather than selling properties to these 

groups (CCG, 1 99%). 

In 1 998, a three year moratorium on lighthouse disposal was lifted and the Coast 

Guard announced that no new leases would be let. A Level of Service Rmiew of Navigation 

Aidi was undertaken and any properties not required in the long term were put up for sale. 

The Coast Guard will maintain lighthouses deemed necessary in the long term (more than 

five-to-ten years) but not the surrounding buildings or property. If the îighthouse is only 

needed for the short term (leu than ten years), then the Coast Guard may transfer ownership, 
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with the agreement that the purchaser would maintain the light for an agreed upon period of 

tirne. Those currently identified as surplus will be disposed of in the immediate fùture either 

by means of transfer of property or by dernolition. 

One of the key issues in the process of reducing the cost of the navigational aids 

program to the Coast Guard, while at the same tirne remaining sensitive to the historical 

contribution and cultural value of the lighthouses to communities, is that this transfer, as it 

stands, will al1 but eliminate the opportunity for community groups interested in maintainhg 

and p r e s e ~ n g  these lighthouses to gain possession. Once the sites are assessed at Real 

Property Value, they become too costly for small groups to undertake. In the pas& the 

lighthouses which have been maintained by the locai people were leased for as iittie as one 

dollar per year. Assessed at Real Property Value, the same lighthouses cost tens of thousands 

of dollars. While the Coast Guard is keen on disposing of the lighthouses by nvning the 

responsibilities over to viable owners, the ethicai thing is to direct the property towards a 

group that has been tending to the lighthouse since it was destaffed, as has been the case in 

several Maritime and Newfoundland exarnples such as the Friends of Yarmouth Light in 

Nova Scotia, Cape Enrage Adventure Tours in New Brunswick, and the Southwest Coast 

Development Association (Cape Ray) in Newfoundland. 

4.6 Reaction to Change 

The Canadian lighthouse has undergone two types of replacement. First, the light- 

keeper's position is made redundant by advancing technology. Second, the actual structure 

itself is demolished as it becomes an obsolete navigational aid. The traditional lighthouse 

is replaced with skeleton towen fully equipped with solar panels, which achieve the same 

function as an unteaded lighthouse but at much less cost to the Coast Guard. They do not 

however, retain the same sort of character and do not have the sa&e aesthetic appeal as the 

lighthouse. Nonetheless, most boats and ships are equipped with modem technology that 



allows them to navigate without referrïng to a land-based bacon. Even smaller n s b g  

vessels have some sort of positioning system that reduces their dependance on a Light-station 

for location and direction. One concem that remains prominent with tbis evolution is that 

ships in distress cannot be helped by the mechanics of an untended Lighthouse or skeleton 

tower. The role of the light-keeper, despite modemization of facilities can not be equalled 

to a machine or monitor. The recollections of daring and brave rescues by light-keepers are 

abundant (McGrath 1995). While technology can still provide the service, the huma. 

component which brought the lighthouse landscape to life is missing and many argue this is 

to the detriment of the many mariners who once found comfort in knowing a careful eye was 

watching. In March 1998, David Anderson, then Federal Minister of the Department of 

Fisheries and Oceans announced that plans to destaff the last twenty-seven light-stations in 

British Columbia had been modified and they would not be destaffed. In September 1998, 

he made a similar annouacement regarding the last twenty-four M e d  lighthouses in 

Newfoundland. Anderson was cautious to state that this decision was based solely on the 

desire to keep the Iore of the lighthouse and legend of the light-keeper alive primarily for 

heritage reasons and not for safety or navigational purposes (Callahan 1998, 1). The 

Department of Fisheries and Oceans continues to maintain that there is no real need to have 

light-keepers at these lighthouses. 

4.6.1 Lighthouses in Literature and Media Attention 

The significance of the lighthouse is recognized outside of its local region by way of 

several books and novels written about the beauty and aesthetics of the stmcture, as weli as 

the place of the light-keeper and his role in the lighthouse landscape. Evelyn Richardson 

(1 946) wrote the renown novel We Keep A Lieht about living at a lighthouse off the Coast 

of Nova Scotia This book has captivated readers for generations with the romanticism as 

well as hardships of keeping a light. Dudley Witmney (1975) presents a plethora of 



photographs accompanied by text in his book The Lighthouse. The Canadian Historic Sites 

Occasionai Paper in Archaeology and History entitled The Canadian Linhthouse is adetailed 

history of the lighthouse as it developed a place on the Canadian landscape. In this work, 

Edward Bush (1 975) provides a wealth of background information on lighthouses as a report 

to the National Historic Sites Service, and as a sound historical reference on Canadian 

lighthouses. 

Much literature has been written about lighthouses in the various regions. Some of 

the more recent works include: Chris Mills' Vanishine Liehts (1992); David Molloy's 

First Land fa11 : Histonc Liahthouses of Newfoundland and Labrador (1 994); Larry and 

Patricia Wright's Bonfires and Beacons: Great Lakes Liahthouses (1996); Normand 

Lafienière's Lightkee~inn on the St. Lawrence: the end of an era (1996); Flo Anderson's 

Lighthouse Chronicles: Twentv Years on the B.C. Liehts (1 998); anil David Baird's Northern 

Lkhts: Liehthouses of Canada (1999a). Each author narrates in great detail the core 

existence of the lighthouse on the Canadian coastline supplemented with alluring photos. 

Many of the lighthouses in these texts have been destaffed, and are at risk of k i n g  lost or 

have been lost. This Literature identifies the existence of the lighthouse and its significance 

to a sense of place, however newspaper and magazine articles continue to tell the story of the 

plight of the Lighthouse. Headlines of local and regional newspapers echo the sounds of 

sentiment and sadness as local groups struggie to save their lighthouse CBattle to save New 

Brunswick beacon begins" Toronto Star, June 2 1,1999). National papers, such as the Globe 

and Mail and National Post publish storylines such as "Lighthouse 'yard sale' coming, group 

fears" (National Post, March 12, 1999); '"'Save our lighthouses", N.S. gmup cries" (Globe 

and Mail March 13, 1999); and "Who owns the lighthouses?" (Globe and Mail, Apnl 12, 

1999) which gives a perspective different fiom the nostalgie and romantic impression of the 

lighthouses presented in the books. m e r  articles reveal more troubling times as changes to 



the lighthouse landscape take immediate effect." Interest in a threatened fature that is 

recognized as an important regional landmark is king aroused across the country. Frequent 

coverage ensures more attention and better awareness. As people corne to understand more 

about the issue, there is a better chance of authorities acting to address the situation. 

Similar to the keyword search undertaken to h d  newspaper articles about grain 

elevatoa, a lighthouse keyword search on Newscan.com found 481 articles about 

Lighthouses published between January 1985 and May 1999. A number of articles about 

lighthouses appeared in a variety of newspapers across the country, reflecting the less 

cohesive lighthouse region, yet as with the grain elevator, there were Lighthouse articles in 

newspapers fiom regions where there are no Lighthows, and the topic received a signifiant 

amount of coverage in national newspapers. Thirty-one per cent of the articles were 

docurnented in the Globe and Mail, the National Post, the Winnipeg Sun and the C a l e q  

Sun. as well as newspapers fiom other non-coastai regions. Again, this suggests that the 

lighthouse orded is attracting attention. Canadians are aware of regional occurrences and 

how they affect the dynamics of not only the local communities in which they are found, but 

how cornponents of these regions, such as the lighthouse, contribute to the culturai heritage 

of the country. In the Globe and Mail Commentary Section on December 5, 1998, Bruce 

Golden, an architect from Toronto, responded to the article written about the toppling of the 

Westray Mine Silos in November 1998 (Golden 1998, D7). The two wncrete towers, or 

"standing sentinels," were destroyed and Golden posed the question of why Canadians 

choose to erase memory through the dernolition of architectural structures. These towers, 

he suggests, codd have remained as a poignant memorid to those who lost their lives in the 

Westray disaster. His concem lies mainly in the "self-inflicted amnesiay' that tends to be 

favoured over remembering and recognizing past events by means of a physical reminder still 

39 See Apper~dix D for an extensive list of newspaper articles. 



visible on the landscape. This commentq supports the idea that there is a need to retain the 

buildings that are part of our daily lives. These structures are important to al1 Canadians; 

they help us to recognize that which makes us unique. 

4.6.2 Lighthouse Preservation Societies 

As mentioned previously, there are two lighthouse issues king dealt with: the loss 

of the light-keeper and the loss of the lighthouse. Past lobbying efforts for keeping the light- 

keepers provided a strong foundation fkom which to raise awareness about an issue that, at 

the tirne, was not well known (McGrath 1995). One such group is SURVIVE, formed in 

Newfoundland in 1 995, as the Coast Guard was king  transferred to the federal Department 

of Fisheries and Oceans from the Department of Transport. The federal goveniment 

announced the destaffing of eighteen lighthouses. By 1997, oniy 52 lighthouses remained 

staned in the country and it was predicted by 2000, there would be none (CCG 1995c)."' 

Since the process has stalled and no M e r  lighthouses are k i n g  destaffed, the focus shifts 

to those groups who are concentrathg on retaining the physical structure of lighthouses that 

have aiready been destaffed. There are several lighthouse presewation societies in Canada 

including one in each of the Atlantic provinces and several in the Great Lakes region." The 

mandate of these societies is to aid in the preservation of lighthouses and to work with other 

agencies to achieve the safekeeping of the buildings, artifacts and records of the lighthouses 

in their respective regions (PEI Lighthouse Society 1996). Efforts to preserve lighthouses 

often involve findiag alternative uses for them. The Coast Guard does not service buildings 

they no longer use. Without a means of producing an income, these structures cannot be 

maintained and kept up. Many Iighthouses have been converted into local museums (e.g. 

'O With the 1998 announcement to modify the original destaffhg poiicy, those fighthouws tûat 
were stiii staffed in 1998 would remain staffed, thus no lighthouses have been destaffed since 1997. 

41 A lin of -y of the tighthow prsenation groupr in Canada may be found in Appcndix C. 
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Seal Island Lighthouse Museum, Nova Scotia), interpretation centres (e.g. Centre 

d'Interprétation des Phares et Balises, Rivière la Martre, Quebec), and even more creative 

ventures such as bed and breakfasts (e.g. West Point Lighthouse, Prince Edward Island), tea 

rooms (Fort Amherst Lighthouse, Newfoundland) and rock climbhg/sea kayakhg outfitters 

(e.g. Cape Enrage, New Brunswick). These adaptations have not o c c d  without 

considerable effort, numerous set-backs and hancial  investment. The tea room at Fort 

Amherst and Adventure Tours at Cape Enrage, for example, cost tens of thousands of dollars 

to restore, renovate and repair. However, these projects are undertaken to protect a part of 

the local culture and way of life. The desire to preserve and protect these cultural resources 

stems fiom the understanding that if they are not cared for, they will be ultimately Lost 

forever. The loss of the physical entity ailows the lighthouse to live on ody in the memory 

of those who experienced it. Once these cultural artifacts are removed nom the landscape, 

little remaias to recollect their past. 

4.7 East Coast Lighthouses: Newfoundlaod 

Lighthouses on the east coast of the country seem to be more central to the regional 

character and imager- than their counterparts in other areas of the country. While those 

found on the west coast and in the Great Lakes are prominent in their own way, they are not 

identified as the most distinguishable features of the region. Tourism literature, for example, 

does not include them to the same extent as it does on the east c o a ~ t . ~ ~  This is not to 

denounce their significance and importance in the other regions. However, by their very 

location they exist as more subtle components of the landscape. Lighthows in British 

Columbia and on the Great Lakes are somewhat understated in the context of other features 

such as natural scenery, industry and natural resources in these regions. 

42 See Appendix D. 
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There are 366 lighthouses in Atlantic Canada, with a clear juisdictional distinction 

between those in the maritime provinces and those found in Newfoundland. The history of 

the lighthouses ofNewfoundiand suggests additional attention because of the unique history 

of the province itself. Newfoundland remained a colony of Bntah until it joined Canadian 

Confederation in 1949. Pnor to Confederation, its lights were governed by its own Board 

of Lighthouse Commissioners under direction fiom the British governent  AU were 

Newfoundland owned and operated with the exception of ten lights that had bten established 

by the Canadian government prior to 1900 (MacLeod l982,2). On the eve of Confederation 

in 1949, dl lights and aids were transferred to the Marine S e ~ c e s  Branch of the federal 

Department of Transportation. Close to 250 d e d  lighthouses with 302 light-keepem and 

al1 the dkstmcture were transferred. Upon joining Canada, the Lighthouses in 

NewFoundland became their own jurisdiction, as they had been fiuictioning independent of 

Canada and the maritime provinces since their inception. 

This chapter branches from the national setting of the lighthouse fiom this point 

onward to look at lighthouses on the east Coast, and more specifically at Newfoundlaad's 

lighthouses. The following sections explore how communities deal with changes to their 

local landscapes and the potential loss of the lighthouse fiom a province so dependant on 

their maritime resources. Three case studies are presented fiom the Newfoundland region. 

4.8 Dealing with Change 

Responses to the changing lighthouse landscape occur at different levels. This 

section explores two such levels : first it explores the recent efforts to preserve and protect 

lighthouses through more charnels including a Lighthouse Protection Act. which is currently 

being brought to the attention of federal politicians; and second, it lwks at community 

responses. 



4.8.1 The Development of a Lighthouse Protection Act 

The idea of a Lighthouse Protection Acr was first planted publicly at a public 

consultation session held by the Canadian Coast Guard in Dartmouth, Nova Scotia in 

December 1996. It was part of the geneml argument for lighthouses as a special kind of 

property and not just "&' to be disposed of. Those who attended the session were 

concerned about the lack of legislation to protect such valuable cultural entities, and in 

following the precedent set by the Heritage Railway Stations Protection ~ c t , ' ~  felt that a 

similar piece of legistation could be passed recognizing the importance of the traditional 

lighthouse on the Canadian landscape. The Act was viewed as something which could be 

pursued in parallel with the Lighthouse Alternative Use Programme, which seeks to find 

feasible, realistic adaptive uses for surplus lighthouses. The Lighthouse Protection Act is 

meant to be an umbrella under which long term protection of the lights would ensue. The 

Act would force lighthouses onto the national political agenda which would in tum help 

address the neglect and detenoration of these structures and provide some immediate 

direction for groups and agencies who are pursuing programmes of restoration and 

alternative use. It would be "enabling" legislation (Curry 1998). 

The Nova Scotia Lighthouse Presewation Society has taken the initiative of 

endorsing the idea of the Lighihouse Protection Act and is actively s e e h g  ways and means 

of bringing it to fkition. Meetings have been held with representatives of the Heritage 

43 The Heritage Railway Stations Protection Act (HRSPA), proclaiined in 1990, responded to a 
longstanding and widespread concern that Canada's heritage railway stations were not king afforded an 
adequate level of protection. The initiative of a private Member of Parliament, the Act receivcd the support 
of al1 parties and reflects the Goveniment of Canada's efforts to preserve built heritage. According to the 
Act, no Company may in any way alter, demolish, or -fer ownership of a designated station without the 
authorization of the Govemor in Council. The Act provides a clear process t b u g h  which proposed 
changes rnust be reviewed and approved. The legislation also outlines the p r d u t e  by which stations arc 
designated as heritage railway stations and encourages the protection of those so designated for firturc 
generations. Railway stations are evaluated against criteria which measute historical and architectural 
significance, the character of the environment, and the station's status within its comrnunity (HSMBC, 
1998). 
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Canada Foudation, governent officiais and other heritage advocates to address this issue. 

A recniitment campaign has been initiated to find Members of Parliament in support of a 

pnvate members bill to protect lighthouses. Those interested in voicing their concems 

regarding this matter are encouraged to send faxes to the Honourable Sheila Copps, Minister 

of Canadian Heritage advocating the need for a Lighthouse Protection Act. The Nova Scotia 

Society held the first Lighthouse Day on October 2,1999 to mark the date that building plans 

for the Sambro lighthouse, the oldest standing lighthouse in Canada, were approved. In the 

future, the society anticipates October 2 king recognized as Nationai Lighthouse Day, tying 

in with the premise of the Lighthouse Protection Act (NSLPS 1999). 

The creation of a Lighîhouse Protection Act would set heritage standards for ai l  

lighthouses in Canada. It wodd enable a tnistee relationship whereby lighthouses remain 

public property but can be developed appropnately by communities (Cuny 1998). The 

general principles to be included in a Lighthouse Protection Act, wodd be as follows: 

The Lighthouse Protection Act (LPA) recognizes the cultural and historical 
significance of lighthouses, the importance of their naturai and environmentai 
settings, and their potentid as catalysts for the revitaiization of coastal communities. 
The Act acknowledges that lighthouses are fundamentai to the identity of Canadian 
coastal communities and are a fiuidamental part of our maritime and national 
heritage. The Act will defme the distinctive characteristics and the interplay of 
characteristics belonging to lighthouses and lighthouse sites. These characteristics 
would include, but not be restricted to the significance of lighthouses: navigationally, 
culturally, historicaily, educationally, environrnentally, architecturally, in matters of 
sovereignty, politically, socially, economicdy. The Lighthollse Protection Act will 
designate the Lights included under its protectorate according to these characteristics 
and will ensure that no lighthouse or lighthouse site be disposed of without public 
consultation (NSLPS 1 999). 

This Act is would set the stage for future preservation projects. As more lighthouses 

are identified as surplus, the need for such security will become imminent. Gaining the 

support of the federal government for this initiative is imperative to its success. While local 
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groups are interested in protecting their heritage, their mandate must be endorsed by 

authorities to ensure its resilience. 

4.8.2 Community Responses, Methodology and Time Frame 

The impending threat to lighthouses on Canada's east Coast is offset by the number 

of local people interested in protecting ami preserving this part of built hentage. Several 

communities in Newfoundland for example are working through the process of dealing with 

changes to their everyday landscapes and how they can eliminate as efficiently as possible, 

the negative effects of destaffkg, budget cutbacks and obstacles that inhibit preservation 

efforts. The field work conducted for this research targeted three different communities: one 

that has lost its Lighthouse; one that is striviag to hold ont0 its lighthouse; and one that has 

recently found success in preserving its lighthouse which is still staned. 

On-site field work in studying the lighthouse landscape in Newfoundland, followed 

the same format as the grain elevator research including personai i n t e ~ e w s ,  questionnaires, 

email and postai correspondence, extensive archival and literature searches, and video and 

photographie analysis. However, the situation with the demise of the lighthouse differs 

substantially from that of the grain elevator. Whereas lighthouses are public& owned and 

federally-operated by the Coast Guard, grain elevators are corporate-owned by pnvately- 

operated grain companies, such as the Wheat Pools. In most cases, the Canadian Coast 

Guard presents the oppominity for the surplus lighthouses to be disposed of through a 

transfer of property rather than immediate demolition. Only &er the Coast Guard cm 

determine that there is no interest ui a lighthouse are the surplus structures removed. The 

same courtesy is not extended to those interested in owning a grain elevator. The option to 

transfer the elevator property is not offered in the same regard, as there are quite different 

circumstances and liabilities to deai with. While the automation process has seen the growth 

in the number of metal towers present at the light-station sites, the demolition of the old is 



not necessarily dictated by the creation of the new. While the smaller, efficient towers have 

replaced the duties of the traditional lighthouse, the two can CO-exist. 

Much background research on the Newfoundland Lighthouses was undertaken as part 

of an undergraduate dissertation completed by this researcher (Lake 1997). Initial contacts 

with local people were made during the previous project, thus a network was already 

established. The selection of the lighthouse study area was based on a number of variables. 

However, it was the timely nature of several communiües' projects for preserving a local 

lighthouse, which provided the researcher with ample oppominity to select case studies. The 

Cape Race project, for exampie, allowed the researcher to observe the development of a 

strategic prese~ation plan between the Coast Guard, Park Canada and the nearby 

communities. 

Three separate trips were taken to the Avalon Peninsula ofNewfoundland in May and 

August of 1998 and June 1999. The three study areas were located dong the eastern Coast 

of the peninsula (Figure 4.12). The Cape St. Francis lighthouse is located approximately 

twenty-five kilometres northwest of St. John's, with the closest community king Pouch 

Cove just five kilometres away. The Ferryland lighthouse is located within the community 

of Ferryland, seventy-five kilometres to the south of St. John's. The Cape Race lighthouse 

is located twenty-two kilometres southeast of the community of Portugal Cove South, 

approximately 145 kilometres south of St. John's. 

The method of data collection employed in Newfoundland was similar to that used 

in the Prairies. InteMews were conducted in al1 the study areas, while questionnairesu were 

completed in the Fenyland area and a group discussion included individuals from FerryIand 

and Cape Race. AU of the personal interviews were conducted in a fornuit similar to that 

undertaken on the Prairies: they employed minimal structure and were based on open-ended 

See Appendix A for a copy of the Lighthouse Questionnaire. 
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Figure 4.12 Location Map of the Newfoundland Lighthouse Case Studies. 
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questions. The questionnaires were distributed with the assistance of a Ferryland resident, 

who worics with the Regional Economic Development Board on the Southem Shore of the 

Avdon Peninsula. Individuals fkom various age categories were arbitrarily selected to 

participate in the questionnaire. The questionnaire was designed to measure the extent of 

sentimentality towards the local landmark and what place it has in the community. 

4.9 Lighthouse Case Studies 

4.9.1 Cape Race, Newfoundland 

Cape Race is the first land sighted by most North Atlantic shipping to Ca& Its 

beacon is a warning for one of the most treacherous coasts in the world, a Coast plagued by 

fog, icebergs and stonns. Originally built in 1856, the Cape Race lighthouse was the first 

British Goverment lighthouse to be built on the shores of Newfoundland. It was made of 

cast iron plates with red and white horizontal stripes (CCG 1 995(c)). The lighthouse was 

transferred to the Canadian Department of Marine and Transport in 1886 d e r  a p e n d  of 

ownership by the Newfoundland government. While other Newfoundland lights were 

rnaintained by the colony's own Lighthouse Commissioners, the light at Cape Race was 

transferred to the Canadian govemment because of its importance to the safety of Canadian 

and other vessels navigating the North Atlantic to and fiom Canada. The Canadian 

Govemment was financially prepared to ensure that the facility was maintaineci and 

operational at dl times. In 1907, a new reuiforced concrete Iighthouse was built next to the 

aging iron structure. The new lighthouse stood more than twice as high as the original and 

contained an iron lantern that measured twenty-five feet bigh. Beneath a dome sheathed in 

copper was housed one of the largest hyper-radical lem assemblies ever built, created by the 

Chance Brothers of Birmingham (Molloy 1994,112). The seven tonnes of optical equipment 

was supported by 950 pounds of mercury. The light was electrified in 1926, one of the fïrst 

on the island. Although it is automated, Cape Race has not been destaffed and two light- 



keepers currently stay at the site for thirty-two days at a t h e .  The Cape Race iighthouse was 

designated as a National Historic Site in the 1974 for its importance on the tram-Atlantic 

shipping routes and its complex revolving mechanism. 

There is much history at the Cape Race lighthouse, which is also revealed through 

the role of the light- keeper. The Myrick family have been keepers at Cape Race since 1874. 

They saw many shipwrecks off the Cape even after the lighthouse was built. In 1901, the 

light-keeper and his assistant safely transferred 364 passengers and crew of the Lusitania, a 

French emigrant liner, &er the ship struck a reef in dense fog. Several other ships met theïr 

demise in that same year. However, it was not until improved technology came about after 

the Second World War that the number of sliipwrecks was reduced (Molloy 1994,113). The 

light-keepers, assistants and their families lived at the Cape and at one h e ,  there was a 

small community established at the lighthouse, with as many as ten families living there. A 

two-room school house was bWIt to accommodate the dozens of children who lived there and 

a small post office operated for a number of years. In the mid- 1960s there were nine families 

living at the site, d l  of whom later moved to the communities of Portugal Cove South and 

Trepassey . 

Portugal Cove South 

The f i s b g  community of Portugal Cove South4' is believed to have been a 

Portuguese fishing station in the sixteenth century when the area was first exploited by 

Basque, English, French and Portuguese migratory fisbermen. Permanent settlement 

occurred in the late 1700s, when William Hartery of Waterford County, Ireland established 

a fishing room here. Portugal Cove South was regarded as a superior fishing area in spite 

" The local descriptions, population and basic historical information wcre daived h m  the 
following sources: Statistics Canada (1 999c); Smallwood 198 1, 1 993 ; Pat Curran, Ernail Correspondencc 
June 1 998 - August 1998. 



of the harbour's exposure to gales and dangerous shoals off Portugal Point. The community 

was recorded in the fïrst Census in 1836 as having a population of twenty-eight. By 1 89 1, 

there were 104 residents. For decades, the inshore fishery was the economic base of the 

community, with some gardening and livestock rearing. Like many rurai Newfoundland 

communities, Portugal Cove South lost its primary and high schools during the 1970s, 

leaving it with a church as its social centre, dong with a post office, a small fïre department 

and a community council. The population of Pomigal Cove South in 1996 was 

approximately 340 people. It is within this community that the Cape Race lighthouse has 

k e n  given a new lease on life. Although it is located twenty-huo kilometres away and can 

not be seen fiom the community, the fishermen of the small outport can vouch for its 

necessity and importance to their maritime Livelihood (Figure 4.13). 

Cape Race was slated for destaffhg in 1998-1999. However, it was spared in1998 

with the Federal Fisheries Minister's decision to not destaff the remaining staffed Iight- 

stations in Newfoundland and British Columbia. Under the auspices of the Cape Race 

Heritage Society, local residents of Portugal Cove South lobbied not only to keep their 

lighthouse staEed, but to obtain fimding to repair and maintain one of Canada's most 

indispensable lighthouses (Figure 4.14). The group drew attention to their cause through the 

media, appearing on the CBC television news show "The National" (October 23,1998). One 

of Canada's National Historic Sites was falling into a state of disrepair and the local people 

felt it was necessary to raise awareness about its condition. The light tower was in desperate 

need of repainting and the structure was beginning to show s i p  of succumbing to the harsh 

coastal elements. Vocalizing their story gained national attention and through continuous 

efforts by the local residents, a joint project was undertaken by the Coast Guard and Parks 

Canada to repair the tower and outbuildings and rebuild structures, such as the marine radio 

station, to recreate the Cape Race light-station as it existed when it was built in 1904. The 

$863,000 project may be a mode1 for other sites in similar situations to consider. However, 



Figure 3.13 The Southern Tip of the Avalon Peninsula: 
Portugal Cove South and Cape Race. 

(Source: NTS 1 :50,000 19û3, 1 N/O2) 





the Cape Race lighthouse is unique in its history and circumstance. Funding was allotted for 

the revival of the site, not to set a precedent, but rather to retain a piece of local, regional and 

national history. The importance of this was recognized by govemment before it was too 

late. A rejuvenated pride exists in the community of Portugal Cove South when the progress 

of the Cape Race project is mentioned. It has become the focal point of the commuaity, even 

though its location is not even within sight. At the origins of the Heritage Society is a rooted 

sense of identity. The lighthouse contributes to that sense of identity and thus, must continue 

to have its piace in society. 

4.9.2 Cape St. Francis, Newfoundland 

Tbe first Light at Cape St. Francis was a fixed red beacon which was erected a the site 

in 1 876 at an elevation of thirty-seven metres above sea level. Eleven years later a lighthouse 

was built on the same site at the south entrance to Conception Bay. There were two original 

structures at Cape St. Francis, one housing the light and another containhg a fog alann 

system which operated by a coal-fed steam biler  until the early 1900s. In 1957, the old 

lighthouse was replaced by a new concrete-encased structure which retained the original lem 

and prism system fiom the earlier light. The facility's statu changed in 1975 with f i d e r  

automation; a permanent keeper and family were no longer required at the site. The light- 

keeper moved to the nearby comrnuuity of Pouch Cove and tended to the light on a part-time 

basis until the light was fully destaffed in 1992. The light-station is sihiated five kilometres 

fiom the community of Pouch Cove (Figure 4.15). 



Figure 4.15 The Location of Pouch Cove with Cape St. Francis identified 
at the south entrance to Conception Bay. 

(Source: NTS 1:50,ûûû 1983, IMf03) 



Pouch Cove 

From the early l8OOs, Pouch Covea has been a fishing and famiing community. The 

settlement is located at the top of cliffs, and the Cove is exposed, especially to northeasterly 

winds. It is quite unsuitable as an anchorage for large vessels, while small bats have to be 

winched up over steep slipways at any threat of bad weather. Despite king on a stretch of 

coast that was one of the earliest settled on the Island, Pouch Cove does not appear in any 

written record before 1805. The fint records of school king held at Pouch Cove are fiom 

1837, and there wrts also a Roman Catholic school by 1843 (EncyclopediaofNewfoundand, 

1981). By 1935, there were 1095 people at Pouch Cove proper. In the 1940s, however, as 

people found work on the military bases at Torbay airport and Fort Pepperrell, Pouch Cove 

becarne less of a fishing and f&g comrnunity. By the 1950s farming had vimially c d .  

The road to St. John's was paved in 1963 and increasingly more residents commuted to St. 

John's for work. In 1992 there was one recently-established commercial vegetable f m  at 

Pouch Cove and, while a few people continued to be Ml-time fishermen, most of the 

population worked in St. John's or in local services. The closure of the fishery therefore, did 

not have a detrimental effect in this particular community as in others. An elementary 

school remains in Pouch Cove, with students bussed to St. John's for M e r  schooling. The 

population in 1 996 was 1 976 and the cornmunity d l 1  provides such services as convenience 

stores, a dmg store, a p s t  office, a town hall, a gas station and a restaurant. 

Losing the Light 

When the lighthouse at Cape St. Francis was destaffed in 1992, the buildings on the 

site became surplus. The light was required by the Coast Guard as a navigational aid, as was 

" The local descriptions, population and basic historical information were derived h m  the 
following sources: Statistics Canada ( 1999~); Smailwood 198 1, 1993; Frankiyn Noseworthy Persona1 
Communication May 1998; Rodney Curnby, P m o d  Communication, May 1998. 



the storage facility below. However the lightkeeper's dwelling was identified as disposable. 

In following procedure, the Coast Guard made known publicly that the light-keeper's 

dwelling was available for alternative use and it was offered to the nearby community of 

Pouch Cove for a possible tourism venture. However, a concem was brought forth by the 

municipal govemment with respect to the poor condition of the five kilometre road leading 

to the lighthouse. Waile they were interested in the house, they were not in a financial 

position to pay for grading and paving the road as w-ell. The municipal govemrnent was 

unable to react immediately to the opportunit. as it presented itself. in the meantirne, the 

Coast Guard felt that it wodd be more cost effective to constnict a heli-pad to access the site 

as they too, had concems about the cost of snow-clearing and road maintenance. The Coast 

Guard did not offer to provide funding to help maintain the road because they could access 

the site without it, and building a helicopter landing pad seemed more feasible in the long 

term. With no documented interest in the site, the Coast Guard proceeded to tear down the 

light-keeper's dwelling and build a helicopter pad on the foundation of the house. 

Once the house was demolished, the public was outraged. Accusations that the Coast 

Guard was destroying Newfoundlandy s heritage was suggested repeatedly by local residents 

in nearby Pouch Cove as well as by others concemed with the destruction that had occurred. 

According to the Federal Heritage Buildings Review Office (FHBRO) guidelines, the 

keeper's dwelling did not meet the standards that identiQ it as a structure with historical 

value for potential heritage designation? While federally, the dwelling was seen to carry 

less than adequate historical value, locaily and regionally, it was a significant part of the 

lighthouse landscape. Destroying the light diminished the integrity of the site. Yet, inaction 

47 Federal buildings are rated in each of ten categories dealing with Hinorical Associations, 
Architecture and Environment. Points are allotted for higher quality and scores determine the designation: 
A Class~9ed Herirage Building scores seventy-five points or more; a Recognued Heritage Building scores 
fi@ to seventy-four points; and a Non-Herirage Building scores below forty-nine points (Canada. 
Department of Canadian fieritage 1996). 
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by interested parties pnor to the removal of the building saw the inevitable reaction of the 

Coast Guard, who were simply following procedure. Wbile the Coast Guard had made an 

offer to lease the d w e h g ,  those interested did not reaiize that it was a "use it or lose it" 

situation, until the damage was done. While action by the Coast Guard took place rather 

quickiy, the situation ended with no real blame placed on anybody, although the Coast Guard 

received a lot of negative publicity (Fitzgerald, Personal Communication, 1997). Figure 4.16 

shows the light-keeper's dwelIing as it stood in the mid 1980s dong with the lightbouse site 

as the dernolition occurred. 

Franklyn Noseworthy, the last light-keeper at Cape S t. Francis feels great remorse 

that nothing was done to prevent an integral part of the site fiom king demolished. When 

the light was fully destaffed, it was difficult to accept that there would no longer be a iight- 

keeper at the site, but when the keeper's houe was tom down, the essence of the station was 

removed without sufficient consultation. Mr. Noseworthy was bom at the lighthouse. To 

him it was home. When he became light-keeper at the site in 1964, he took personal pride 

in maintaining the lighthouse because it was an intimate part of his life. Even after moving 

fiom the site (to the last house on the road that leads to the lighthouse) Mr. Noseworthy 

waked to the lighthouse everyday to tend to the minor repairs and maintenance. He 

continues to wdk there now, even though he no longer works for the Coast Guard, but 

walking to the light now stirs an emptiness that is unavoidable. There is a distinct sense of 

loss felt by the community of Pouch Cove as well. It was assumed that the lighthouse would 

remain part of the landscape unscathed as it had for many years. It was a local landmark and 

during the sumrner months, a tourist attraction for hikers and sight-seers. To the light-keepers 

and many others who regarded this feature as a landmark of their lives, the process of 

disposing of surplus stmchues has destroyed an irreplaceable piece of the past 



Figure 4.16 The top photograph (iooking north) shows the light-keeper's dwelling 
at Cape St. Francis as it stood in 1990. The bottom photograph (looking south) 
captures the dernolition of the dwelling to provide space for a helicopter landing 
pad. The light remains intact in the foreground and is still in operation (Source: 
Canadian Coast Guard, (top) 1990, (bottom) 1992). 



4.93 Ferryland, Newfoundland 

FerryIand Head is located on the southeasteni Coast of the Avalon Peninsiila It is an 

exposed barren headland that juts into the Atlantic ocean connected to the mainland by a very 

narrow isthmus. The lighthouse is located on this headland approximately three kilometres 

fkom the community (Figure 4.17). The community of Ferryland4' was one of the first 

settlements in Newfoundlaad, established by a group of merchants in London, England, who 

anticipated monopolinng the fishing activities on the island. A piece of land was granteci 

to Sir George Calvert in 1620, who wished to establish an English Catholic settlement near 

the fishing grounds. The first few settlers landed in the surnmer of 162 f with more settlers 

arriving the following year, thus, the colony began to prosper (Smallwood 1982). This area 

was the site of many battles between the English and French and it was not until after 18 12, 

that peace was made and the fishery prospered. With increased local trade, coastal t d E c  

grew between Femyland and St. John's. However, it was not until 1869 that the building of 

a lighthoiise was initiated, despite the numerous ship wrecks which had occurred in the area 

(Galway and McCarthy 1987). The brick Iight tower was finished in 1871 and a dioptric 

light mechanism was installed (Molloy 1994, 136). A double-dwelling built for the light- 

keeper and his assistant featured two separate entrantes and two separate stairwells. The 

duplex structure was not part of the light tower, but there were only about NO feet between 

the house and the tower. 

The brick light tower began to deteriorate and was repaired in 1877, but the bricks 

continued to break. The tower was finally encased in an iron sheathing, al1 red in colour, in 

1892. The light was replaced with kerosene larnps in 1921, after a minor fire in the lantem 

caused damage to the lenses and the larnp. The light was automateci in 1970 when the 

The losai descriptions, population and basic hinoncal information were dcrived h m  the 
following sources: Statistics Canada (1996~); Smallwood 1984; Aidan Costello Personal Communication 
February 1998- August 1999; Dons Kavanagh, Personal Communication, August 1998. 



Figure 4.17 The Location of the Comrnunity of Ferryland and lighthouse 
(Source: NTS 1 :50,000 1983, 1 N/O2) 
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kerosene lamps in the dioptric mechanism were replaced. At the same tirne the light-keeper 

retired and the light-station became destaffed. The light-keepery s residence was abandon4 

and faced dernolition until the Ferryland Historical Society came f o m d  in 1970 and 

identified their desire to preserve the building. 

Persisteoce 

When the Light-station at Ferryland Head was destaffed in 1970, the iight tower 

remained Coast Guard propexty, while the surplus structures were to be demolished unless 

an interested party came forward with a plan for the site. The Coast Guard advertised the 

availability of the lightkeeper's dwelling and interest was s h o w  by the Ferryland Historical 

Society who wished to obtah the light-keeper's dwelling to deielop into a nahual and 

cultural interpretation centre. The site was, however, at the forefiont of a dispute over land 

rights as part of the reversionary clause established when Newfoundland joined Canada in 

1949. At the tirne, ail lighthouses and their properties were transferred over to the federal 

govement. The land was to be retumed to the Newfoundland government, cleared of any 

buildings, when the property was no longer requûed by the Coast Guard to operate its 

stations. Thus, in accordance with this rule, the light-keeper's dwelling was to be removed 

and die land graded and returned to the province. Opposition fiom the Historical Society 

sparked the Department of Transport to offer the lease of the building to the Ferryland 

Historical Society for a small fee. It was leased to the Society in 1970 for one dollar per year 

for a renewable t e m  of ten years (CCG 1989). initially, the dwelling was sub-leased by 

Newfoundland artist Gerald Squires and his family who took residence there fkom 1971 to 

1983. He paid rent of five dollars per month with the agreement to upkeep the facilities. The 

house has been vacant since Squires moved out in 1983. 

The vacant dwelling was subj ected to years of neglect and vanddism between 1 983 

and 1991. With the Historical Society's hadequate funds to maintain the bouse, it feii into 
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disrepair. The Coast Guard threatened to refuse a lease renewal for the building if the 

condition of the site was not improved. The group was able to stabilize the dwelling and the 

lease was renewed. However, this was ody  a short term solution to the problem. The 

Southern Shore Development Association, a regional agency with more access to fiindiag, 

took over the site in January 1992. They began to look at ways to develop the residence as 

a tourist attraction by 1mki .g  at other lighthouses to see what had been done elsewhere. A 

plan was devetoped which identified parties who might be interested in developing the site 

and the issue of the road maintenance was discussed. The Southern Shore Development 

Association obtained funding fiom both federal and provincial sources to stabilize the 

structure. The fbding covered the installation of new windows, new bûams, a new roof, 

new clapboard, and other externd repairs and maintenance in order to weatherproof the 

building. In 1995, the Coast Guard repaired and painted the light tower. Figure 4.18 shows 

the Fenyland lighthouse before-and-after the repairs were completed. 

The dwelling must be repaired before it can be rented to an outside party for 

development. Approximately $1 30,000 worth of additional maintenance both interior and 

exterior, is required (Costello, 1997 Persona1 Communication). This includes the cost to 

repair the stone foundation, floor, roof, ceiling, stairs, chimney, fumace, electrical, lighting, 

and to make the facility accessible. This amount does not include repairs to the road, which 

is impassable by motor vehicle at present, The Association has been approached by several 

local and non-local people interested in setting up tourism-related ventures in the building 

such as a crafi shop, coffee shop, souvenir shop or some combination of these, mostly 

appealing to the tourist, but also providing local opportunity for employment through the 

selling of crafts. 

While the dwelling remains unoccupied at the present, the community as a whole 

remains optimistic about the fuhue of the site. The long term plan incorporates many of the 

cultural resources in the area together, such as the Colony of Avalon archeological dig, the 



Figure 4.18 The Ferryland Lighthouse in 1990 (top) and 1997 
(bottom). In a dilapidated state, the ligbt-keeper's dwelling was at 
risk of being demolished if stabilization measures were not 
implemented. The Southern Shore Development Association found 
funding to help finance the necessary repairs 
(Source: SSDA ( 1 WO), Author (1 997)). 
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old convent and church, the fishing stages and wharves and the lighthouse. The commdty 

is deepiy connected with its history and there are many stories to be told. The Light-keeper's 

dwelling remallis vacant on the landscape. Nonetheless, this element of the cultural 

Iandscape is important to the local people. It is a part of their identity that connects them to 

their conrmunity. Some of the respondents shared these sentiments in their interviews: "1 

grew up seeing the lighthouse as a "Guardian" of the sea-faring people, watching over 

Femyland" (LH-19)? Further comments fiom local people support the tie that this entity 

has, not only to the community, but also to the province and country. One Ferryland resident 

stated, "Lighthouses are part of the fabnc of society in coastal regions. They are as much a 

part of the landscape as the hius, trees and ocean" CH-07). To remove the lighthouse is to 

violate the local landscape. It continues to be an inherent part of the cultural landscape 

despite changes and modifications over the years. To Fenyland, the Lighthow is a visual 

point for the community. It enriches a sense of community. It represents a sense of 

community strength. Local people feel that the Ferryland lighthouse represents the future: 

it has withstood the test of thne, the forces of nature and the risks of dernolition (LH-01). 

It suggests the need to rebuild and prosper. Its meaning caxmot be genuinely replaced. 

4.10 Summary 

With the closure of the North Atlantic cod fishery off the Coast of Newfoundland in 

1992, the efTects of the destaffing and disposal of many Iighthouses may in fact have been 

minimized. There are substantially fewer open bats on the water thus reducing the need to 

have staffed light-stations. A concern lies with the re-opening of the fishery and the desire, 

and perhaps need, to have a watchful eye close by. However, the issues regarding destaffing 

have been investigated and studied by the Coast Guard who remain confident in their 

LH-19 is the refmnee for Lighthouse Quedomaire 19. 
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provision of service of navigational aids. The focus shifts to the structure: keeping the 

lighthouse landscape intact. 

Exploring the place of the Atlantic-Canadian lighthouse and observing its expansion 

and decline throughout history has k e n  a journey through technology, modemkation and 

recognizing the exigency of the human component in this landscape. Whüe Light-keepers 

are absent from two of the case studies, the third suggests renewed recognition by the 

government to preserve this way of life. Lighthouses are very much a part of this country's 

history and culture and they contribute greatly to Canadian coastal identity, especially on the 

east coast. They are physicai reminders of the past and of the closeness of life to the sea 

The co~ec t ion  of local people, the presence of substantiai media attention and the efforts 

of individuals and groups towards recognizing lighthouses suggests the general consensus 

is that this essential heritage should be preserved. The questions remain however, as to how 

this can be done and how much should be preserved. Lighthouse preservation efforts have 

been ongoing for a number of years, yet as an overall movement they have not reached any 

significant milestones. Lndividual success stones exist, but there are no set guidelines that 

regulate the process. Perhaps legislating a Lighrhouse Protecrion Act will set the precedent 

and establish guidelines. 

Although a threatened entity, lighthouses will continue to exist in the memories of 

those who have lived by them, survived by them, and once depended on them. But such that 

memories fade and disappear over t h e ,  retaining the lighthouse for fiture generations to 

appreciate, is o w  cultural duty. It is our responsibility to oversee their continued existence, 

just as they once watched over the many mariners that used them. 

The following chapter offers guidance towards finding a seme of place and 

comectiag with a place's identity through the local landscapes and landmarks that are built 

as part of the landscape. Bndging the gap between landmarks of significant importance, 

whether it is the grain elevator of the Prairies or the lighthouse of the east coast, identifies 
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a place in Canadian culture for the built heritage fkom al1 walks of Me. Even the ordinary, 

everyday features that have become a regular part of the landscape contribute to Canadian 

identity. 



Chapter 5: Integration 

The previous two chapters have identified the position of the grain elevator and 

lighthouse on the Prairies and east Coast respectively, as local landmarks which carry 

overwhelming sentiments of meaning and identity for the places in which they are found. 

Tracing their evolution and observing their contribution to local place provides the context 

for 

M e r  exploration of these landmarks, thus allowing us to recognize their attributes as they 

undergo a paiod of transition. 

This chapter considers these features as  individual entities, as well as part of the 

collective identity of a place. The two sections of this chapter examine the grain elevator 

and lighthouse as they connect with their own local landscapes and with the Canadian 

national landscape. Parallels can be drawn between the two landmarks in terms of their 

spatial patterns, contribution to community, and rate of declinei T'here are also ways in 

which they are different fiom each other. Further investigation of the evolution of the grain 

elevator and lighthouse reveals the transition from everyday, fimctionai buildings to the 

status of a landmark and the co~otations that such a label carries. This includes looking at 

the grain elevator and lighthouse as landmarks of orientation and the role of the ruin in the 

process of evolution. 

Shifting from a local and regional perspective, there are many factors which 

contribute to how the grain elevator and lighthouse may be considered national landmarks. 

Being affected by global economies and growing media attention contributes to widespread 

awareness that leads to action. The grain elevator is directl'y affected by changing global 

econornic markets which cause fluctuations in grain prices, forcing stronger cornpetition. 

The system of elevators is under pressure to become more efficient - a process which leads 

to restructuring, consolidation and disposal of the inefficient, usually older country elevator 

units. Frorn a difTerent perspective, the demand on the global market for ocean resources has 



indirectly affected the existence of the lighthouse. The direction of attention within the 

federal Department of Fisheries and Oceans @FO) is towards managing the fisheries thus 

ensuring a profitable commodity. Funding cuts affect those sectors which do not f d  within 

this mandate. The Coast Guard is not the top priority within DFO, and lighthows within 

Coast Guard comprise only a small portion of the seMces offered. By automating and 

destaffing lighthouses, and removing surplus structures no longer required by the Coast 

Guard, the system of lighthouses is reduced and nins more efficientiy. Having said this 

though, the effects of global pressures can be offset by identifying the ways in which these 

features can be recognized nationally, thus retaining their place on the Canadian iandsçape. 

5.1 Linkages 

Grain elevators and lighthouses are profoundly positioned as landmarks of one of 

Canada's most fundamental heritages - they were part of the exploitation of the country's 

naturai resources. The h t  grain elevator was built to provide an efficient way to store and 

transfer grain. The first lighthouse was built to guide ships in their passage fiom Europe and 

to help fishing schooners navigate the treacherous east coast. In tirne, their presence on the 

Canadian landscape became commonplace; as components of the landscape they began to 

blend with the natural surroundings. 

The grain elevator and lighthouse as icons epitomize the regions in which they are 

found. At one tirne their existence was fundamental, elevators at the hearî of the grain 

economy, lighthouses as navigationai necessities for al1 mariners. Grain elevators and 

lighthouses continue to be connected to their respective commun.ities a .  there exists a 

devoted relationship between these landmarks and those who make use of them. 

The lighthouse has been identified as an element of safety in a hazardous landscape, 

which developed for the purpose of saving lives. The grain elevator, however does not carry 

such connotations. While impressive architecturally, the grain elevator's importance is more 



economic, because it is the foundation of a one-resource economy. An abandoned lighthouse 

is not a threat to safety because the process of automation and destafIfing has secured sites 

whether the lighthouse remains or not. Similady, the abandonment of the grain elevator for 

economic reasons, is not a threat to service. Both have existed in their own capacities with 

separate and distinct fiuictions, however once that hc t ion  is removed, they exist only as 

reminders of a way of life, laden with mernories and cues of past experiences. Thought to 

be more utilitarian than aesthetically-pleasing at their inception, they now exist as 

endangered species of architecture. T ' e u  erasure goes beyond the loss of pragmatic 

structures, as they have established themselves as part of local, regional and national 

heritage. To do without them is more than a nostalgie loss, it deprives the community of a 

significant component of their identity. 

5.1.1 Sense of Community 

The grain elevator and lighthouse have emerged h m  a period of critical change and 

restructuring to enter into a phase of transition. Ln both cases, those most afKected by changes 

to the functional aspects of the features (Le. the service provided by the grain elevator and 

the service provided by the light-keeper), have rallied to support the continued operation of 

these senices without compromise or change. Grain producers on the Prairies lobby to 

prevent the local grain elevator fiom closing. Fishers and other mariners lobby to ensure that 

the carefid service which has always been provided, remains. The battle is lost at the 

expense of those who require the services: roads f d  into a state of disrepair as bigger trucks 

are required to haul grain farther distances, mariners are required to purchase elaborate 

navigational equipment in lieu of a light-keeper watching for their safety. The loss of the 

building itself follows in the wake of the loss of service. It may be seen by some as 

disheartening, to spare a feature that once contributed so immensely to the locai communities 

and surrounding areas, while to others, it is seen as yet another challenge to protect a 



compnent of their identity, their livelihood and their heritage. Channehg efforts fiom 

saving the service to saving the structure have been successful, however, not necessarily by 

the same people. While grain producers and mariners fight for continued service, it tends to 

be the local people in the community and nearby, not necessarily users of the facilities, who 

recognize the importance that these features have had in the past, and the role of the grain 

elevator and lighthouse to the livelihood of others in the cornmunity. Although diverting 

efforts may be successfid, the end results are more often in vain- 

The stimng photographs of the toppling grain elevator (Figure 5.1) and lighthouse 

(Figure 5.2) leave many with a sinking feeling not easily comforted with the knowledge that 

the inland terminal (Figure 5.3) and skeleton tower (Figure 5.4) are there as functionaiiy- 

suitable replacements. A questionnaire respondent remarked, "Since the grain elevator has 

closed, part of the community has already been destroyed and once it is gone, there will be 

something missing - an emptiness" (GE 05). The landmark has an intimate comection with 

the local people and its inevitable demise has become common knowledge, as weil as the 

emotional consequence in the wake of its demolition. Another respondent aired a similar 

view, ''Lighthouses are a part of our history and way of iife. When you lose part of your 

heritage, it can be devastating and it does change your identity. It diminishes your sense of 

community pnde" (LH 1 O). 

Interestingly, the reaction of Prairie folk to the loss of lighthouses and the reaction 

of the coastal folk to the loss of grain elevators is one of reciprocal empathy. East Coast 

participants in group discussions were disturbed by the destruction of such a significant piece 

of local heritage as the country elevator. Similady, those participants on the Prairies were 

equally troubled about the demise of the lighthouse. Perhaps the familiar literary metaphor 

of the Prairie ocean draws these two distinct regions closer, as farmers and seafarers alike 

recognize these distinct, vertical features - the grain elevator or lighthouse - as a means of 



Figure 5.1 Toppling elevator in Kipling, 
Saskatchewan in October 1998 

(Photos courtesy of Scott Keam, The Citizen 
Newspaper, Kipling, SK). 

Figure 5.2 Toppling Lighthouse on iMosher 
Island, Nova Scotia in 1990. The Coast 

Guard reports that they no longer topple 
and burn their surplus lighthouses (Photos 

cowtesy of Anne and Thom Drew, care of the Nova 
Scotia Lighthouse Preservation Society). 



Figure 5.3 Inland Terminal at Buffalo 
Plains, east of Regina (Photo taken by author 
October 1998). 

Figure 5.4 Skeleton Tower on the West 
Coast of Newfoundland (Photo courtesy of the 
Coast Guarâ, 1991). 
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getting their bearings. The belief that an integral part of our culture is behg too easily 

dismissed by corporate entities and governent bureaucrats is shared by those h m  both 

these regions. 

5.1.2 Social Aspects 

Having established their place as part of the identity of a community, there are social 

aspects of the grain elevator and lighthouse that deserve M e r  attention, specifically, the 

relationship between the people who operate these buildings and the image perceived about 

them. The role of the light-keeper plays a much more integrai role in the ambience of the 

lighthouse than the role of the elevator operator plays with the grain elevator. The light- 

keeper's presence was imperative to the operation of the structure and often daring rescues 

and Me-saving measures meant going beyond the call of duty. The light-keeper was seen 

as a guardian of the light. In contrast, there is very little reference to the role of the elevator 

operators in descnbing the grain elevators, and their role is not part of the nostalgia of the 

Prairie sentinel. While elevator operators ran the facility, they were not seen as "keepers" 

of the elevat~r.~' The human component, as an integral part of the lighthouse, is not central 

to the grain elevator in the same way. 

" The job description of a light-keeper does not include proGdhg Search and Rescue xrvices. 
However, many light-keepers faced with such a situation responded willingly. in mponse to criticism that 
destafikg lightstations would jeopardize a mariner in distress, the Coast Guard states that while the light- 
keepers did perform such heroic gestures, it was never expected of them and c m o t  be uscd as a reason for 
keeping the stations staffed. Nonetheless, light-keepers are ofken called on to assist the Coast Guard in 
Search and Rescue situations (CCG, 1996). 

A keepr is defîned as a "custodian" or "one who looks afler," whik an opetaor is dehed as 
"one who operates" or "one who controls the function of '  (OED 1994). There are obvious diffêrencts in 
the irnplied care and duty of working as one or the other. The other difference is that light-kecpers 
traditionally lived at the lighthouses in order to tend to the light around the dock, while the operator would 
work regular a day shift (with longer hours during harvest) retuniing home in the evming. 
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The modernhion of the grain elevator however, changes the dynamics of the human 

interaction at the facility. At the old elevators, farmers would deal with one individual, the 

eievator operator, when hauling grain to an elevator. Part of the modifications to the grain 

elevators has k e n  the elimination of the one-on-one relationship between the farmers and 

the elevator operator. Much of the operation has been computerized and the elevator 

operator who took care of al1 your business in the past, is hardly present. In attempting to 

be efficient and productive, the personal customer service that once existed has been 

dismissed. The impersonal experience that now exists, parallels the situation of a lighthouse 

without a keeper. As was indicated in Chapter Three, a rearrangement of the economics in 

the industry has resulted in the rearrangement of the social dynamics in the community, to 

which the grain elevator contributes considerably. The daily interactions between a farmer 

and other faxmers or the operator established a communication network that cannot be 

undervalued. The grain elevator was ofien a meeting place for the fanners. The closure and 

subsequent loss of the elevator has dissolved a cohesive social component of the community. 

The same interaction can not be transported to another location that would create the same 

comradeship in the sarne capacity. The local post office or coffee shop as a common meeting 

place does not have the same atmosphere nor does it carry the same connotations as the grain 

elevator. 

With regards to social relations, the lighthouse does not share the same element of 

comradeship as the grain elevator. It is not considered to be a meeting place, therefore never 

served the same social capacity as the grain elevator is not present. 

5.13 Generation Gaps 

Identifying the importance of features that are integral parts of a cornmunity is a 

subjective exercise. What is important to one person, may not be to another. Often, 

generation gaps exist and are used explain why one group of people comect to a certain 



landscape feature, while others do not. Stereo-typically, we assume that older people are 

comected to older things in the cornrnunity, pieces of the past to which they can associate 

with specific mernories. A questionnaire respondent identified such an observation: "The 

sense of loss is felt especially arnongst older people who know the true meaning of what 

lighthouses stood for - not just a light as such, but part of our history - a beacon of hop" (LH 

16). Conversely, the younger people are thought to have little attachent to the old "stuff" 

relating to history and the past. One elderly gentleman shared these sentiments: The young 

generation have really no more ties with it (the grain elevator). How will fiiture generations 

appreciate something they have no immediate connection to?" (GE 05). 

Ln the communities where research was conducted, there seemed to be a genuine 

interest and concern about the loss of the grain elevator and lighthouse by the older people 

in the community (those f five years and older). Peopie fiom this age category dominated 

the group meetings and interviews. Those completing questionnaires were aiso older, the 

majority king over the age of forty. The demographics of the study areas, with the 

exception of Inglis, Manitoba, shows a high proportion of an aging population with a low 

percentage of young people living in the comm~nities.'~ A noticeable absence of young 

people in the interview- and group- meeting portion of the field work, in both the grain 

elevator and lighthouse research was contrasted with what was found when studying the 

efforts of preservation groups in both areas. Those working to presewe and protect the 

cornmunity's grain elevator or the nearby lighthouse were young people (aged biventy to forty 

years) duly concerned with the demise of their respective landmarks and taking pro-active 

steps towards savhg them. In as much as the older folks seemed to express nostalgie 

" The villoges of Fmwood and Killaly in Saskatchewan, for example, lost their schoolhouses 
because there was insufficient enrolment to keep the school opened. The presence of young adults (1 8-27) 
in these communities accounted for l e s  than two per cent of the population (Statistics Canada 1999(a)). 
in Fenyland and Portugal Cove South, there is Iarger proportion of school-aged childrcn, howcver a gap 
exists between the population under the age of 18 and over the age of 30 (Statistics Canada 1999(c)). 
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sentiments and regret at significant loss in the community, the younger folks were coming 

together in particular instances to prevent what was left in the landscape fkom disappearing. 

It was in communities where the grain elevator had already been removed where the older 

folks seemed to be the more responsive group in speaking about the loss of their landmarks 

and the change to their everyday landscape. The younger folks did not participate as readily. 

In communities where the grain elevator remained but was being threatened, young people 

formed interest groups, proposing alternative options to dernolition. 

The situation on the east coast appeared to be much the same. Although many people 

in nearby communities never used the lighthouse, it was the purpose of the lighthow, and 

the connection of those who did not use it to those that did, which brought about support for 

preserving tbis piece of local heritage. These groups were ofien carried on by the younger 

people in a community, though there were young and old alike involved in preservation 

efforts. 

The local reaction towards the grain elevator and lighthouse was much the same with 

regards to charactenstics of participants (Le. age) with a variety of residents exempiifjhg 

strong connections to their local landscape and the features upon them. The fact that a 

portion of a younger generation sees value in the local built heritage suggests that the desire 

to preserve the grain elevator and lighthouse is not simply a functional nostalgia, but rather 

is about the maintenance and perseverance of a community and its surromding area There 

was little sign of a generational gap when the fundamentals of the issue were brought 

forward. There was a general consensus among the participants that local features, which 

have been a fundamental part of the community for many years, contribute to a sense of place 

and are worthy of preservation. 



5.1.4 Spatial Patterns 

I d e n m g  the boundaries which contain or limit the extent of the grain elevator and 

lighthouse warrants iùrther discussion than in previous chapters. It was determineci in 

Chapter Three that the grain elevator region is definable in its distribution of these 

landmarks, which are concentrated in the Prairies. While there seems to be a cIear limit to 

the extent of the grain elevator to the east, west and no&, such is not the case to the south, 

where the Prairies (Plains) extend into the United States and the grain elevator continues to 

be part of the landscape beyond the irnposed boundary. From a Canadian perspective, 

elevators are significant landmarks of the region, in tact they have become one of, ifnot the 

representative icon for the region. Confirmation of this came fiom several individuals during 

group discussions: "The grain elevator symbolizes the Prairie way of Me. Men 1 pass 

through a small town in Saskatchewan and don't see an elevator, 1 feel there is something 

missing" (GE 06). Figure 5.5 identifies a Canadian mosaic of symbols where the grain 

elevator is featured in the Prairie region amongst the plethora of icons. Also found in the 

mosaic of symbols is the lighthouse on Canada's east coast. Ident iwg the various 

lighthouse regions in Chapter Four highiighted a significant difference between the 

lighthouse and grain elevator in their distribution and location. This contributes to a notion 

that part of Canadian identity can not be defined by one or two particular entities, but rather 

is comprised of an array of buildings and structures, as revealed by recognizing significant 

landmarks fiom different regions. Typically, the location of country elevators is mutuaily 

exclusive of the numerous regions in which lightbouses are fo~nd. '~  A simiiarity between 

the lighthouse region and the grain elevator region can be f o n d  in the extent of their 

boundaries to the south, which is limited ody by a politid boundary. 

53 There are, in fact, navigational aids in watmays located in grain elevator territory and 
similady, there are crop storage facilities in locations where lighthouse might be found. However, in 
keeping with the traditional dewtion of the grain elevators and lighthouse, and in comparing the 
structures as they are presented in this thesis, their boundaries do not overlap. 



Figure 5.5 Grain Ekvators on tbe Prairies and Ligbtbouscs on tbe East Coast are part o f  the 
Canadian mosaic of symbols (Source: Canadian Heritage Magazine,l984,3). 
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Grain elevators extend into the Great Plains of the mid-western United States. Lighthouses 

are found dong the Pacific Coast, Atlantic Coast and Great Lakes and continue south into 

the United States. The lighthouse however, is found in many locations across the country 

as opposed to one, central location iike the grain elevator. Thus, p.bpointing the iïghthouse 

as a regional icon is more complex, as the expansive coastline becomes a region and the 

lighthouse is viewed a maritime (versus "Maritimes") icon. The presence of the lighthouse 

is most visible on the east coast with over 3 50 lighthouses scattered around the four Atlantic 

provinces, compared with only fifty-two on the west coast of the country. Thus, the 

lighthouse is aptly regarded as an east coast landmark. A local perspective sees 

"....lighthouses [as] part of the fabric of society in coastal regions. They have become as 

much a part of the landscape as the hills, trees, and the ocean" (LH 07). 

5.1.5 Consolidation and DestaZfing 

The consolidation and amalgamation of the grain eievator has spanned sixty y- and 

today's landscape varies quite drarnaticdly fiom that of its descendants. Once bustling 

Prairie towns and active rows of grain elevators have fdlen siient to abandoneci shops and 

empty elevator sites. Changes in the landscape are part of a natural process. However, when 

expedited by corporate agendas, the process becomes disorderly and gains usually 

irreversible momentum. To compensate for sudden loss and change, humans attempt to 

retain, in tangible and intangible ways, the features that are king lost and changed. If the 

physical remnants of a structure cannot be maintained, other retention methods, such as 

taking photopphs, recording stones and committing images of these features to memory 

are employed. 

The automation and destaffmg of lighthouses parallels the process of consolidation 

and amalgamation of the grain elevators. Once vibrant, culturai landscapes, alive with 

human presence and imprints, the lighthouse landscape has become silenced with the 
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removal of the light-keeper and family, and emptied with the removal of old, surplus 

structures and subsequent replacement with open-metal towers. Govemment fiscal restraints 

and lack of adequate fünding have provoked a disturbance on the landscape. Changes in the 

landscape are more easily accepted when there is minimal loss involveci. Adapting to a 

revised landscape - which is lefi void of the key features around which the human Iandscape 

evolved, resdts in a difficult and tirne-consuming process, ultimately affecthg the essence 

of the place and the identity of the local people. 

The decision by the federal goverrunent and the grain companies to eradicate 

operations deemed to be "less efficienty7 has not occurred with ease for the communities 

afTected. Grain producers and mariners are not completely satisfied with the level of 

consultation about or compensation for changes in the system, nor do they k l  that the new 

system fully meets their needs to the point that justifies the new infiastructure. Public 

consultations were held regarding the destafig of light stations, but the decision had already 

been made by the federal govemment to proceed (Hill and Knowlton 1994,4). A remorseful 

grain producer has this to Say: "The Pools were formed by the farrners, so really the grain 

elevators belong to the farmers. We weren't given any choice in the matter. They chose to 

close them up and tear them down and we fought a losing battie" (GE-1 1). From an 

economic point of view, the investment made by govemment and grain companies into 

modem inhsimcture is a long-term investment that updates the existing system with newer, 

self-suscient, structures. From a different perspective, many of the older buildings ardwere 

still in a solid state of existence, some with a m e r  life expectancy of thirty to forty years. 

The necessity of consolidation and reduction of numbers is in question as an effective way 

to operate a business. However, this does not need to be at the expense of buildings that 

have potential for adaptive re-use. 
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5.1.6 Rate of Decline 

The systematic removal of grain elevators and Lighthouses h m  the landscape 

increased substantiaily over the 1 s t  decade and has become more apparent over the last three 

years. A structure is targeted for closure/abandonment and removal foliows the rde r .  The 

time-lapse between the point of closure and removal depends on several variables such as 

size of structure, location of structure and urgency to have it removed. For the grain elevator, 

the closure and loss has been sudden and immediate. Linle time lapses between the closure 

and removal. Thus, Little time is allotted for developing preservation strategies and hding 

alternative uses. The grain companies, in managing storage and shipment of grain must deal 

with global economies, the open market prices, supply and denand, and are not equipped in 

their operational strategies to accommodate surplus stmctures once they are abandoned. 

Dealing with the issue immediately, grain elevators are tom down between six months and 

two years after they are closed. They are not left to sit on the landscape to fa11 into ruin and 

because there is no policy that governs corporations such as Saskatchewan Wheat Pool, there 

is no waiting period or holding tirne that must be granted before the structure is tom down. 

A~so, as long as the elevator remains on community property, the grain Company is required 

to pay taxes, regardless of whether or not it is operational. The grain elevators become 

viewed as a financial burden as well as a liability, and fiom a grain company's futuristic 

point of view, the quicker they are removed, the sooner the new, bigger elevators become the 

standard and the nom. Grain companies do not want to be left with hundreds of empty, 

deteriorathg elevators, which create substantial liabilities. Therefore, they are tom down as 

they close. 

For the lighthouse, however, the time-lapse between destaffng and disposal is much 

longer. Many lighthouses sit on the land for years before they are slated for removal. Their 

rate of removal is much slower and because of this, quite ad few empty, abandoned 

lighthouses exist in the landsape today. The process of disposal is governed nrst by the 
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Treaçury Board, which is added to by Federal Hentage Buildings Review (FHBRO) Policy 

(refer to Chapter Four, section 4.6.3). The FHBRO Policy prevents federal buildings h m  

being tom down before careful consideration has been given to their historic value and 

worth. There is also little hancial burden because of inter-govenunental arrangements 

regarding land use. As mentioned in Chapter Four, changes to the Real Pmperty Act have 

created a more recent threat to lighthouses and there are a number of lighthouses at rkk of 

being tom down. The lighthouse continues to be threatened, but not at the speed with which 

the grain elevator is king  Iost. 

While the Pace of evolution is more abrupt with the grain elevator than the 

lighthouse, the nurnber of features king 10s  is also quite substantial. The rate of 

disappearance of the grain elevator has been much faster than the lighthouse. Between 1970 

and 1995, seventy-three percent of alrnost five thousand country grain elevators were 

demolished. During the same period, seventy-seven percent of lighthouses were destaned, 

but only ten to meen percent of them have been tom down. With such a substantial loss 

of over a short period of tirne, it seems a foregone conclusion that ali but a few grain 

elevaton will disappear. Whereas the rate of disappearance of the lighthouse is much slower 

and the numbers affected are sornewhat lower, it is predicted that a substanttial number wiii 

remain standing. 

It is not the mandate of the grain companies nor of the Coast Guard to presewe and 

protect surplus structures which they no longer require. Certainly, these two institutions 

recognke the local, regional and national desires to keep landmark features visible in the 

landscape. However, there is little-to-no room for this in rnanaging their businesses. It has 

been suggested by the grah companies and Coast Guard that the intervention by other 

agencies or governments departments is warranted, as it is in the mandate of other agencies 

to preserve features on the Iandscape. This wiil be addressed in Chapter Six. 
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5.2 Transition 

The primary fünctions of the grain elevator and lighîhouse are very pragmatic and 

service-oriented: the grain elevator, built to store grain until it was ready to be transported, 

and the lighthouse, created to guide ships either to safety or away from danger. As these 

features have become part of the landscape, they have become more than simply landmarks 

of industry. Rather, they have also assumed a type of abstract identity where they come to 

mean more than just the utilitarian buildings they were originally intendeci to be. This 

section looks at the grain elevator and lighthouse as points of reference fkom which people 

oient themselves, as ruim for generations to come, and as a part of myth, legend and 

foklore. This section moves away f3om the pragmatic discussion in the previous section in 

anticipation of revealing some of the deeper meanings which these features have acquired. 

5.2.1 Orientation and Navigation 

The grain elevator and lighthouse are both seen as focal points of the local landscape. 

The grain elevator helps to iden* places on flat, apparentiy endless stretches of the Prairies. 

Catching sight of a grain elevator as one approaches a community initiates the expenence of 

the place miles before one reaches its boundaries. The grain elevator prompts an instant 

connection to a place, a destination or one's home. Its "towering dominance in the 

community and each one's unique architectural design i m p ~ t s  a lasting image in one's 

rnind" (GE 01). Its pragmatic role as an industrial structure is transformed in a symbolic 

entity that ties a community to its sense of self. A country elevator defines a Prairie town. 

While there is a strong sense of community in Newfoundland, the connection to the 

lighthow is not as strong as that of the grain elevator to the Prairies. The Lighthouse does 

not carry the same connotations of a community's sense of self as the grain elevator does, nor 

does it iden te  a community as definitively. Primarily, the lighthouse is seen as a nautid 

tool, and it can be located at quite a distance from the nearest commmity. The purpose of 



the lighthouse was to guide mariners; it is a land-based feature oriented towards the water. 

Those who have relied on the Lighthouse and its keeper for guidance may or may not live in 

a nearby community, but those who do, develop the connecting Links between the lighthouse 

and the mariner, the mariner and the community, and therefore, the lighthouse and the 

community. These cornmunities do adopt and form a connection with these lighthouses: 

". . . the lighthouses are as much a part of our landscape as the sea and the rocks themselves. 

They are such a rich part of our sea-faring tradition- . ." (LH 08). However, the iconography 

is not the same as with the grain elevators. 

Nonetheless, they both exist as landmarks of orientation. The need to orient oneself. 

to get one's bearings, is a deep-seated, basic human need. Lynch (1 960,78) recognized the 

value of landmarks as point references. The singling out of one element fiom a host of 

possibilities is what makes a physical object a landmark of orientation or navigation. 

Landmarks become more easily identifiable if they have clear form, if they contrast with their 

background and if there is some prominence of spatial location (Lynch 1960,79). The grain 

eirvator and lighthouse, in their regional settings, fit this description. Standing on the 

Prairie flatlands, the grain elevator orients the individual as to where they are, how fat they 

have corne and even how far they have left to go. The lighthouse has navigation as its prime 

fiuiction. With the demise of the grain elevator and lighthouse and subsequent loss as 

d e m g  landmarks, the question remains, how will residents and travelers orient themselves 

on the landscape. 

At a more subconscious level, there is also a personal connection to these features and 

their loss implies more than the elimination of a building. It entails a sense of loss and 

despair in the livelihoods of the local people and the realization that the people have Little 

control over the changes in their surroundings. This makes another case for leaving the grain 

elevator and lighthouse in the landscape. In this last sense, their use as storage facilities or 

marine safety aids is overshadowed by their more abstract existence in directing humans to 



h d  their way, both physically and to some extent personaily. There are no other features 

in their respective landscapes which are as distinctive and obvious as the grain elevator and 

lighthouse. Yet at the same tirne, they have become completely integrated into these settings. 

"Not only is it [the grain elevator] a landmark, but it is dso to the point where it was seen 

as part of the Prairie landscape, almost like it was natural" (GE 02). 

In discussing the idea of orientation and the desire to have these features as guiding 

local landrnarks, the argument could be made that the need for visual dues is dated Signage, 

roads, Global Positioning Systems (GPS) adequately guide travelers to their destination. But 

the visual trigger provided by the familiar landmark will not be replaced by signage or other 

physical features as easily. Sighting a grain elevator or lighthouse fkom great distances and 

being able to know where you are cannot be accomplished by less personal sigruge or GPS. 

It reiterates the idea of coming back to farniliar cultural features that are an integral part of 

the landscape. 

5.2.2 Horizontality and Verticality 

"The grain elevator is a sense of identity to the Prairie farmer. It is also the town's 
personal identification marker, as it can be seen for miles" (GE 04). "YOU always 
looked for the elevator on the horizon and knew you were close to a town, your town 
or whatever place you were going to" (GE 01). 

The Prairie-ocean metaphor, mentioned earlier is one that has linked the grain 

elevator and lighthow landscape. It is easy to see how p a d e l s  can be made between these 

two landmarks based on their natual environments. Hundreds of Literq works use the 

setting of the Prairie grain elevator or the coastal lighthouse. Wntea such as W.O. Mitchell, 

Sinclair ROSS, and Sharon Butala use the image of the grain elevator to engage the reader in 

the Prairie landscape: 



It was cold and driuling, with a gusty wind that made the min against the skh like 
needles. There was no one out. I walked back and forth, up one street and down 
another, then finally dong the railroad track a little way tili 1 reached the last grain 
elevator. 
1 crept close against the sheltered side, and stood there a long tirne lwking back 
towards the town. The high expanse of wall was like a sounding board on which the 
beat of rain became a deep, husky sound, that hushed and eased a M e .  I thought of 
the times we used to go walking in the rab together and 1 tried to imagine him there 
with me again. . -(ROSS, As For Me and Mv House 194 1,27). 

1 arrived in my new life equipped with sofi-leaded pends and thick rough paper, 
intending to find my way slowly by honing my drawing skiîis first. . . I tried 
[drawiag] the weeds growing up around the weathered bottom rail of the c o d .  . . 
1 stniggled to tender the old hand water pump on its cracked wooden platform. At 
the stockyards in a nearby town, while Peter attended a cattle sale, 1 sat in the truck 
and drew the towds huge grain elevator and its annex. It is the only drawing 1 
completed (Butala, The Perfection of the Morning 1994,4 1). 

Numerous stories of shipwrecks involve the rescue efforts of a light-keeper as the 

lighthouse flashes its warning beacon over the water, and many books written about 

lighthouses include the predorninant place of the light-keeper and family at the site: 

As early as 1676, Seal Island claimed its first wreck. Every'spring, fishermen visited 
the uninhabited island to collect and bury the dead fiom the winter's wrecks, 
including one wretch found frozen solid crouched over a pile of unbumed twigs and 
sticks. In 18 16, three families moved to Seal Island to fish and to assist stranded 
mariners. Every night, [the families] lit a c a d e  in their window. On more than one 
occasion, fieezing sailors crawled ashore expecting death on the bleak island, only 
to see the candle's light and find safety. The [families] carefùlly recorded the wrecks, 
the dead and the saved, and this information so impressed the Lieutenant Govemor 
that, in 1830, a lighthouse was established with the Hichens, one of the three 
families, as keepers. On the night they lit the beacon for the first t h e ,  Mary Hichen 
gave birth to her first daughter (Parsons, Survive the Sava~e Sea: short tales fiom our 
ocean heritane 1998). 



Of ail the man-made ai& to navigation, lights are probably the most familiar and 
romantic. With lights we associate the devotion of the Light-keeper, his weeks and 
months of lonely vigil, and not a few recogaized heroes and heroines. Modem 
communication and methods of navigation which provide accurate positioning must 
have ddled sornewhat the anticipation with which earlier sailors awaitcd the 
appearance of a light and the sense of security and satisfaction its presence gave them 
(Griffiths, Boatine in Canada: ~ractical ~i lot ing and searnanshi~ 1966,295). 

These narratives of ioneliness and isolation can be equated with expenences of the many 

settlers on the Prairies. 

Dick Harrison writes the following in his book Unnamed Countw: 

But the Prairie remains essentially unchanged by settlement; it is d l  an "oceanY7 
responsive only to the will of the elements; and within the ocean metaphor the farms 
are not even islands, but "ships" with d l  the hgil i ty and impermanence, the transient 
quality, implied by the image (1 977, 12). 

Laurence Ricou emphasizes the metaphor between the Prairie and the sea with respect to 

vertical and horizontal dimensions. He writes: 

Other metaphors descnbing the land, such as the most popular analogy of the Prairie 
and the sea, can be seen as variations of this basic image. A man alone on the sea is 
isolated, distinctive, forced to consider his own uniqueness. Verticai man in a 
horizontal world is necessarily a solitary figure .....( 1973,o). 

Parailels in the natural environment invoke parailels in the built environment. J. 

Cook writing for the Globe and Mail drew an unmistakable likeness between the grain 

elevator and lighthouse: 

The red tower dominated the town and, dong with the railway, was the reason for it. 
The upright elevator was a landmark, as austere as a modern office block. You could 
recognize a town fiom miles away by its elevators ..... The country elevator has been 
a guide to the stormbound, the airman, the stranger and the simple drinking man. In 
a land where only the wheat grew as high as a man's shoulder; the grain tower was 
like a lighthouse.. . . . .a glimpse of an elevator through a winter storm helped many an 
old-timer to safety (emphasis added) (1 96 1). 



The grain elevator is a visuai presence, an architectural feature in s m d  town life. 

The lighthouse also has a visual presence, but one meant to be seen fiom the sea, rather than 

fiom a nearby community. This is an obvious, yet important ciifference between the two 

features. The formation of a Prairie town around a grain elevator ensures that the feature is 

the focal point for the community. In contrast, the lighthouse was placed where the mariner 

could see it and coastal communities emerged where suitable harbours existed, and the two 

did not coincide. 

5.2.3 The Role of a Ruin 

America, you are most [sic] fortunate 
Than our old continent 

You have no ruined cades 
And no primordial Stones 
Your sod, your inner life 

Remain untroubled by 
Useless merno W... 

(Johann Wol fgang von Goethe, Vereinieten Staaten 1 8 1 2) 

The idea of leaving a landmark to decay on the landscape invites us to abandon our 

buildings, to allow them to remah fixed to the landscape indefinitely. Ru& are often 

viewed as "unsightly" or c'decrepit" and rarely is their formation encouraged. But they are 

unique remainders of the past which in their own way invite a new way to experience the 

cultural landscape. The formation of a ruin involves leaving physical objects in the 

landscape to evolve through a natural process of decay. Over tirne, colours begin to fade, 

walls begin to crumble and the whole is reduced to hgments of its former self. 

Ruins are not simply remnants fiom past cultures. While ancient n- may be more 

familiar to us, there are many modem day ruins. Recent inventories being accumulated in 



the United States reveal a growing interest in this phenomenon. Several web sites are posted 

on the subject of modem day ruins. Modern ru in^.'^ created by Philip Buehler, is a 

compilation of modem ruins including places such as Coney Island in New York, David's 

Island in Manhattan, and the Cape Canaveral site in Floridas' Recording these sites in 

photographs so that a permanent inventory exists is part of Buehler's project. Forgotten 

Deiroif6 is a web site devoted to abandoned buildings and ruios. At this site however, the 

idea of a ruin is not favoured, and the author disdainfùily refers to the condition of the 

abandoned slqscrapers of Detroit as "architectural treasures aliowed to rot." The focus here 

is on the concem of letting features fa11 into a state of disrepair as it affects their chami and 

dignity. Another web site is devoted to New York's Hudson Valley niins?' This site 

identifies buildings dong the stretch of the valley that are stiU standing and the idea is that 

as long as they remain standing, in whatever shape or form, there is a opportunity for them 

to be saved. 

The message fiom each of these sites is that as technology increases and society 

seives to become more efficient, many landscape features are king abandoned, destroyed 

or left for nSns and the accumulation of these relics is increasing. C. M. G r e i f f j d e s  such 

a statement when he suggests: 

Buehier's, a tesearcher and planner for a New York advertking agency, web site may k found 
at the URL: http~/urww.inch.cod-buehlerlm* 

See Appendix D of photos of these sites with captions. 

This web site may be found at the URL: 
http ~/maûix.croSSIIrinds.net~detroit/-ko hmanhdex. hm1 

" This web site may be found at the URL: hap~/w.georgetown.edu/usets/rinaldit/h~.htm 



Worth] Amencans have always tended to view the architecture of the recent pest 
with somethhg of disdain and to admire those structures which have rnanaged to 
survive long enough to acquire a comforting cloak of vulnerability. Until recently, 
the critical age was about a hundred years. If it could sunive that critical jmctwe, 
it might then achieve sufficient antique value to begin to capture the affection and 
admiration of the public. In recent years, dong with the accelerating development of 
mass communication, machine-made construct on parts and such conveniences as 
hi&-speed elevators and air conditioning, the tirne-taste gap and the age of 
vulnerability have k e n  shortened (1 972). 

The question remains, is there a place for ruins on the landscape and in particular on 

the Canadian landscape? Ruins are acceptable until they become unsightly and dangerou, 

and then no longer seem to conjure up nostalgie sentiment from the ps t .  However, to 

remove a feature completely fiom the landscape without any trace of its former existence is 

no more gracious than watching it fall slowly. The grain elevator and lighthouse as nhs on 

the Canadian landscape would provide a continuous record of past technologies and 

livelihoods. The suggestion is not that d l  grain elevators and lighthows be lefi in ruin, but 

rather that we remain open to leaving these features on the landscape where they will not 

cause hann or bother. Some will be preserved as museums or interpretation centres in their 

current form. Others will be converted to adaptive uses, often changing fiom their original 

fonn. Those for which no alternative use is found, could be lefi on the landscape as long as 

they pose no threat to people. An obvious ultenor motive in this is that as long as they 

remain in the landscape there is the potential that they can be used again. If no adaptive use 

can be found, the option could be to create ruins simply by letting their decay advance 

through time naturally. 

Leaving the grain elevator and lighthouse on the landscape to fa11 into min allows for 

generations in the future to unveil and peel back layers of t h e  to investigate the tools of past 

societies. in Einding alternative re-uses for these structures some of the authenticity is 

compromised to accommodate new activities. The converse, ironically, is equally 
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problematic, in attempting to preserve an object at a fixed moment in tirne. Lefi in n a  a 

structure naturaily continues a process of evolution fiom its original form to non-existence. 

The evolution of a feature through tirne is lost. 

5.2.4 Folklore and Legend 

A stark contrast between the grain elevator and the lighthouse cornes in the fonn of 

the absence of the grain elevator and presence of the lighthouse in local folklore and legend. 

The absence of the grain elevator and the grain elevator operator fiom local myths, legends 

and adventures on the Prairies is somewhat arbitrary until the considerable presence of the 

lighthouse in this genre is observed. Grain eievators often provide a background setting for 

stories king told about the Prairies, but there are very few stories told about the grain 

elevator or relating to experiences in or around the grain elevator. Hauling grain to the local 

elevator is a familiar setting for an episode but there is very little written that focuses 

specifically on that scene. ui contrast, the Lighthouse has been the subject of many books, 

fiction and non-fiction, including short stories and poetry, perhaps because of the hazards and 

drama associated with such an occupation as light-keeping. 

The grain elevator does however, carry with it sentiments of nostalgia, that, while 

they do not fit into the same milieu as legend and folklore, they are part of an abstract 

identity of the grain elevator. Mernories evoke a different way of life in a diEerent point in 

t h e .  

"The second exciting activity for a little six or seven year old was to watch the pipe 
coming out the top of the elevator fil1 the railroad cars waiting on the track dong side 
the elevator. I'd watch that r a i .  corne shooting out by the hour" (Selwyn 1999). 



'As a kid, it [the grain elevator] was considered almost a mystical place to go to with 
dad. Remernbering the old single cylinder engines in the basement of the offices was 
my fondest memory. Their thomping and chugging is a noise that 1 wiN never forgety' 
(GE 01). 

" .... in New England ..... everything is so "closed in" because of our hilly and rocky 
landscape. Out where you are is so open and fke  (on the plains) - just stunning to a 
hemrned-in New Englander. Then to see the grain elevators dotting the landscape was 
a sort of religious experience" (Selwyn 1999). 

The grain elevator's position as the focal point in a community suggest emotional ties 

to the feature. OAen the tallest and one of the most revered vertical structures on the Prairies, 

it has become a source of stability and permanence for the local people and not just a symbol 

of agriculturai productivity. 

The lighthouse has found a place connected to its fuoctional purpose but it escalates 

fiom the pragmatic identity of sense of place and community to a deep emotional tie fiom 

the lore of the lighthouse to the legend of the light-keeper. Much of the sentiment towards 

lighthouses at this level recognizes the lighthouse as having a certain mystique about them. 

They are seen as the soul of outport communities, a guardian over the sea-faring people. 

To look out over Cape Spear off St. John's, Newfoundland and to contemplate the 
sea's force and might is to behold with awe and wonder the hurnan spirit as well, the 
tenacity and conviction of our hurnanity, which pits a light a g a h  the savage 
darkness of sea and stom. It is to be confionted and rerninded of something more, 
something divine (Curry, 1 998). 

The lighthouse is understood to be more than a beacon of safety, but also a beacon 

of courage, self-relimce and traditional values that are sometimes lost in the world of today 

(LH 02). These emotions relate directly to the light-keeper and his role at the lighthouse. 

The light-keeper took on the role of a trustee, a person of dedication, and a hero. Countless 

stories are told of harrowing rescues where light-keepers risked their own iives for the iives 



of othen: not only in the past, but in recent years. The story of the light-keeper's role in the 

rescue of passengers fiom the Lusitania, as recounted in Chapter Four, is one such example. 

In 1994, a young m a .  was pulled fiom a riptide by the light-keeper at Trial Island near 

Victoria, British Columbia, and two light-keepers at Green Island, Newfoudland were 

awarded medallions and named honourary citizens for their heroic rescue of four French 

nationals d e r  their boat overturned near St. Pierre. The costal watch aspect of lighthouse 

keeping is something that is centuries old and has been a crucial part of the operation of a 

lighthouse. The heroic feats of a light-keeper are romanticized and remembered so that when 

there is a threat to this way of life and to the dedicated service of these keepers and their 

light, there is public outcry agahst their removal and the removal of the light. 

The ideology that surrounds myth and foikiore in relation to the lighthouse and light- 

keeper is also expressed in poetry and fiction. These selected examples emphasize the 

romantic perception of the lighthouse as an essential coastline entity: 

Steadfast, serene, immovable, the same 
Year d e r  year, through al1 the silent night 
Burns on forevermore that quenchless flame. 
Shines on that inextinguishable light ! 

Longfellow 1900, The Lighthouse 

... But as we neared the lonely Isle, 
And looked up at the naked height, 
And saw the lighthouse towering white, 
With blinded lantem, that al1 night 
Had never shot a spark 
Of cornfort through the dark, 
So ghostly in the cold sunlight 
It seemed, that we were struck the while, 
With wonder al1 too dread for words. 

Gibson 191 7, Flannan Isle 



The lighthouse is seen to have more elements of nostalgia and sentimentaüty than the 

grain elevator. The element of safety that is intrinsically comected to the lighthouse marks 

the difference, while the grain elevator is not a protective entity, but rather an economic 

element of agriculture and thus is not seen fkom the same perspective. 

5.3 Themes 

The themes identified in Chapter Two have threaded their way through this thesis to 

give the research theoretical grounding, and a conceptual fiamework, fiom which to 

investigate the evolving landscapes and landmarks of the grah elevator and lighthouse. Each 

of the themes - landscape and memory, sense of place and identity and landmarks and 

preservation - have revealed a dynamic relationship between the tangible and intangible, as 

well as between humans and their environment. The three themes are brought forward by 

studying the progressive transition of the features researched. From landscape and memory 

it can be deduced that dissecting the landscape tells much about those who created them, 

including details about the character of the people, their relationship to the land and their 

livelihood. From sense of place and identity, it can be understood that being rooted in a 

place is knowing where one has corne fiom, and removing key elements of a place often 

clouds an understanding of the past. Studying iandmarks and preservation shows the 

recognition of these features as essentid pieces of our culture, which stirs the compelhg 

desire to continue experiericing them. The grain elevator and lighthouse are features which 

locaily, communities c m  relate to, and nationally, others respond. These concepts are 

explored by way of the complex disposition of the grain elevator and lighthouse on the 

landscape and over the,  and how their existence has transformed into a vital component of 

the lives of those who expenence them. 
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5.4 Summary 

These two features share considerable similarities in their place on the landscape and 

in the role they play within the community, as well as how they are perceived by individuals, 

groups, local people and visitors. This chapter has attempted to connect the grain elevator 

and lighthouse at various levels, including the more abstract associations as a metaphor, as 

having an element of fokiore and legend, and as features of orientation. This veea away 

fiom comparing the two entities with respect to their functional operations and reveals deeper 

levels of meaning that these features have accumulated over t h e .  This M e r  demonstrates 

their complex and intricate position on the landscape. 

The next chapter identifies how the grain elevator and lighthouse are assessed as 

heritage feaîures and introduces various groups responsible for preservation efforts at the 

national level. 



Chapter 6: 'This Heritage Business" 

This chapter lwks at significant landmarks fiom a national perspective and observes 

the point of view nom which the grain elevator and lighthouse are upheld. The preservation 

and potentid of these landmarks and the process through which they can hold a permanent 

place on the landscape is M e r  discussed, with insight into adaptive re-use and management 

strategies, 

Preserving landmarks is a major component of recognizing heritage. The debate 

continues: what constitutes heritage; whose heritage shouid be preserved; how many features 

need to be saved; and, who decides what is to be preserved. Heritage may be interpreted as 

an inheritance, tangible or intangible, that is valued naturally, historically and culturally 

(Marsh 1994). This definition indicates a culture choice as every individual has a different 

interpretation of what represents heritage based on birthplace, experience and historical 

mernories. Our heritage represents a chah of continuity between today and the past. Placing 

a set value on various kinds of heritage creates a dilemma. What is seen by one individual 

to be heritage is not necessarily important to another. Deciding what c m  or m o t  be 

preserved becomes a sensitive issue. This situation exists in al1 facets of heritage and at each 

level of govemment. 

6.1 National Significance 

It has k e n  argued throughout this thesis that there are local and regional landmarks 

of significant value which contribute to Canadian identity. The argument has been made that 

Canada is a country of regions, comprised of discreet groups of places and people and their 

associated features. Thus, there are numerous images and symbols representing each region 

and the people who live there. The grain elevator and lighthouse are two such features that 

have corne to be regarded as significant entities from a national perspective. They are 

recognized for their value not only inside, but also outside of the regions in which they are 
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found. The lighthouse signifies a comection to the east coast especiaiiy, the ocean and is 

irnbued with an element of romanti~isrn.'~ The grain elevator represents the solitude of the 

Prairie landscape and the harvest of the land. Wnat each feature means to its region and the 

images they conjure up for those outside of the region contributes to a bigger existence, 

which makes them worthy of national significance. These features require certain 

recognition, but also require strategies which position them within the realm of Canadian 

identity. 

WMe the grain elevator and lighthouse are trans-boundary features also found in the 

United States, they are still very much Canadian landmarks Featured characteristics of the 

grain elevator and lighthouse are specific to the regions in which they are found. This c m  

be based on the system under which they were formed and the ways in which they are 

administered and maintained, which daers fiom their Arnerican counterparts. Grain 

elevators and lighthouses may be present on the American landscape to the south, but there 

is a fundamental comection to them on the part of local people on the Canadian Prairies and 

east coast, and the places in which they have become established makes their existence weli 

known across the country. In identifjmg them as Canadian landmarks, there is a case to be 

made for government protection at the federal level, which in tum suggests intervention at 

the provincial and municipal levels. Intervention includes official recognition of the 

Iandscapes, adequate funding for preservation and maintenance and promotion of theû 

contribution to Canadian identity, thereby ensuring securïty for the fùture. 

At times, Canada, as a country, seems to lack vision in reco-g its prized features 

in the ways in which they are administered and maintained. Despite the fact that there are 

Despite the existence of Lighthouses on Canada's west coast and on the c d  of the Greaî 
Lakes, they have never held the same iconographie role in those regions as the east toast lighthouses do. 
The same can be said of other lighthouse regions as explored in Section 4.3. Tourism literature h m  1998 
and 1999, for example, displays over one hundred references to lighthouses in text and images from the 
four Atlantic provinces. The total number of referençes in tourism literature h m  the rest of Canada is l e s  
than twenty. 



a few hallmark events celebrated and a few distinct features saved, or that the National Parks 

system has been operational for over one hundred years, there is an absence of a position or 

statement in society about what is valued. Grain elevators and lighthouses are important 

national landmarks yet there is no provision that would support their continued existence or 

prevent their M e r  loss. One of the problerns cornes from not knowing whose place it is 

to determine what is significant or realizïng that it is heritage that belongs to everyone. The 

onus has been placed on the federal govenrment to signi@ what is important to the Canadian 

people, and this has been done rather cautiously. The decision to protect or disregard 

prominent features remains unmade for fear of giving offense. This can be reconciled with 

a cornmitment that includes hancial support and security. Creating policy and legislation 

which encourage preservation are practical, as can be seen through examples in the Uniteci 

States. The American Federal Historic Preservation Tax Incentives program has proven to 

be a very successful and cost-effective community revitalization programSg. It fosters private 

sector rehabilitation of historie buildings and provides a strong alternative to govenunent 

ownership and management of such historic properties (National Register of Historic Sites, 

1999). 

6.1.1 Valuable Heritage 

Several issues have been debated which approach the cblack-of-cornrnitment" attitude 

towards valued heritage. The issue of "qualiity venus quantity," has echoed throughout the 

heritage Uidustry for many years. The argument is made that preserving a few meaningfid 

examples well is better justified certainly for the sake of authenticity and integrity, than half 

59 Since 1976, the Historic Preservation Tax Incentives have producd the following benefits: 
more than 27,000 histone properties have been rehabilitated and saved; the tax incentives have stimulatcd 
private rehabilitation of over S 1 8 billion; more than l49,OOO housing units rehabilitaiad and 75,000 
housing u ~ t s  created, of which over 30,000 are low and moderate-incorne units (National Registcr of 
Historic Sites, 1999). 



preserving a i l  of them with strained resources and tight budgets, which often compromises 

the quality of the feature. In his keynote address at the annual Heritage Ca& conference 

held in St. John's, Newfoundland in October 1999, Dr. David Lowenthal addressed this issue 

by stating that we are not necessarily supposed to save al1 the pieces of our heritage, but 

rather recognize "marks of decay (in heritage) as gains, not losses." Al1 cultural features 

cannot be preserved. But, those left in ruins are also part of the evolutionary process of 

Iandscapes. 

Lowenthal also questioned the traditional way of preserving and developing heritage. 

This questioning surfaces as the understanding grows that it  is not just isolated buildings that 

need to be taken into perspective, but rather the entire landscape, the whole picture. The 

grain elevator and Iighthouse do not exist in isolation fiom their surroundings, but in fact 

form a integral part of the communities to which they are comected. J. O. Nelson (1995) 

suggests reforming o u .  way of thinking about heritage, by thinking holistically and making 

connections between the n a W  and human landscapes. Preserving the grain elevator and 

lighthouse must include not just the buildings or simply the cultural component of the 

landscape, but also the natural landscape on which the features stand. 

Lowenthal(1999) speaks about "the burden of heritage" which has corne about by 

a shift in the way we think about heritage. Heritage needs to be envisioned as an exercise 

in lateral thinking, rejecting the n m w  view. A dynamic approach to heritage is needed 

accepting it as a growing, living, vital thing itself. Such an approach wouid necessarily 

contribute to the development of strategies that commit to the fiiture of Canadian landmarks. 

It carries with it a revised attitude towards preserving valued features. 

The built features of our heritage continuously evolve on the landscape, some 

components more obviously than others. Gmin elevators have been disappearing since the 

early 1930s and lighthouses since the early 1950s. The loss in traditional bction marks the 

end of a way of life for those who encountered and experienced them. Choosing to preserve 



them now, when they have k e n  jeopardized for many years c m  perhaps be attributed to 

increased awareness about the importance of local built heritage and the role these structures 

play in their respective communities. This coming of age for identifjing the signincance of 

these industrial buildings does not make their protection an easy task. The extent of loss for 

each of these features has reached a more cntical stage. Recognizing their position as part 

of Canadian heritage is one milestone. But with increasingly less remaining on the 

landscape, ensuring their fùture existence continues to be the challenge. Figure 6.1 shows 

the cover page of the NovembdDecember 1999 issue of Heritage Canada's magazine. The 

compelling connection to the landscape that these two landmarks hoid has gained attention 

because of their diminishing presence in the country. Their sunival hinges upon support at 

the local, regional and national levels. With national agencies realizing the predicament of 

these two landmarks, the fiiture of other built by-products of resource exploitation, in 

securing their place on the landscape, is plausible. While the magazine highlights these two 

particular features as threatened entities, it fails to make a connection between the two. 

Iden t ihg  the severity of their situations and presenting a case for their preservation ties 

together two seemingly different landmarks and uncovers M e r  parailels, which have been 

discussed throughout this thesis. 

6.2 The Heritage Hierarchy 

An important ideological shifi occurs as everyday buildings become recoghxi as 

significant local landmarks. There is a progression fiom king a pragmatic entity and 

heritage resource, to k ing  overtly political. The issue that presents itself in this transition 

is identifying the responsible parties for ensuring the recognition md preservation of these 

landmarks once they are no longer used as they were originally intendeci. Policy needs to be 

created, legislation needs to be passed, acknowledgment rnust be given, that will allow the 

grain elevator and lighthouse and other significant local landmarks to remain on the 



Figure 6.1 The Cover o f  Heritage Canada's magazine HERITACE. 
The Fall 1999 Issue raises awareness about the threatened lighthouse and 
grain elevator. 



landscape. Initiatives at dl levels of govemment are required to ensure long term 

preservation. However, the process of protection is still a hierarchical and topdown 

approach, where the federal government and national agencies have more control over the 

degree to which preservation pracdces are applied. Such institutions include: Parks Canada, 

Historic Sites and Monuments Board, Heritage Canada Foundation and ICOMOS Canada. 

These will be discussed in fürther detail as the mandate of each is examhed to determine 

their respective roles in identifjing and protecting si gni ficant landmarks. Other goveming 

bodies such as provincial governments, provincial organizations, municipal govemments and 

local groups often have a considerable role in the process. Their importance is identified in 

arranging partnerships between various institutions involved. Yet, as c m  be seen fiom the 

case study examples in Chapter Three and Four, efforts are ofien initiated at the grass-roots 

level, despite the higher authorities, but at that level, they lack the necessary authonty to 

ensure that they will persist over time. 

Parks Canada 

Parks Canada plays a leading role in federal government activities relating to 

recognizing places representative of Canada's naturai heritage and places of national historic 

importance. It also plays a role in protecting and presenting these places to the public. One 

of Parks Canada's purposes is to commemorate, protect and present, both directly and 

indirectly, places which are significant examples of Canada's culturai and naîural heritage 

(Parks Canada 1994,13). Two pieces of legislation which mandate Parks CanaAn's activities 

have immediate pertinence to significant landmarks and specifically to the grain elevator and 

the iighthouse. The Historic Sites and Monuments Act and the Herirage Railway Stations 

Protection Act have important implications that have set a precedent in recognizing 

significant built heritage. The Hisforic Wes and Monuments Act (1 952-53) outlines the role 

of the Historic Sites and Monuments Board of Canada discussed below. The Heritage 
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Railway Statiom Protection Act (1 988) as discussed in Section 4.8.1 of Chapter Four sets 

a precedent for buildings of substantial histoncal significance to gain distinct recognition for 

their contribution to Canadian history. 

The Cultural Resource Management Policy is perhaps the most fiindamental policy 

to be applied to the grain elevator and lighthouse situation (Parks Canada 1994,lO 1). As one 

of the foremost cultural resource management organizations in this country, Parks Canada 

has established a set of five principles, an inventory system of dl the resources it ndministers, 

and a list of activities involved in cultural resource management which it abides by and refers 

to in managing these entities Parks Canada' s Guidin~ Principles and Owrational Policies 

(1 994) outlines this policy in great detail. It identifies a considerable number of challenges 

for each project, requiring a policy fkamework that is holistic, which deals with culturai 

resources as symbolic, as well as physical entities, and which is motivated by a sense of 

responsibility to pass on the legacy entnisted to us (Parks Canada 1994, 10 1). The Cultural 

Resource Management Policy also recognizes the importance of public consultation in 

planning and the benefit of working with other professionals and agencies to achieve mutual 

objectives. 

Two other policies: the Federal Heritage Bwldings Policy and the National Historic 

Sites Policy require further mention. The Federal Heritage Buildings Policy has been usefiil 

in protecting the heritage character of several lighthouses. However, this policy is not 

applicable to grain elevators because they are not federally owned. The National Historic 

Sites Policy aims to foster knowledge and appreciation of Canada's past through a national 

program of historical commemoration. The National Historic Sites Policy identifies criteria 

A cultural resource is a human work, or a place that gives evidmce of human activity or has 
spiritual or cultural meaning, and that has been determineci to be of historic value (farks Canada 1994, 
101). 



for determinhg national histone significance (Parks Canada 1994,74) which fa11 into the 

jurisdiction of the Historic Sites and Monuments Board of Canada. 

Histonc Sites and Monuments Board of Canada (EISMBC) 

To be considered for designation, a place, a person, or an event will have had a 

nationally significant impact on Canadian history, or will illustrate a nationally important 

aspect of Canadian history. There is little argument that the grain elevator and lighthouse 

would be considered for designation and in fact there is one elevator site and fifteen 

lighthouses which are currently designated as National Historic Sites by the Historic Sites 

and Monuments ~ o a r d . ~ '  Identified as nationaüy significant by way ofWationa1 Histonc Site 

statu, not al1 grain elevators and lighthouses meet the same standards. According to the 

Historic Sites and Monuments Board, an historic place" qualifying for national histonc 

significance must meet one or more of the following cntena: 

A place may be designated of national histone signincance by virtue of a direct 
association with a nationally significant aspect of Canadian history. An 
archaeological site, structure, building, group of buildings, district, or culturai 
landscape of potential national histonc significance will: 
a) illustrate an exceptional creative achievement in concept and design, technology, 
andlor planning, or a significant stage in the development of Canada; or 
b) illustrate or symbolize in whole or in part a cultural tradition, a way of life, or 
ideas important in the development of Canada; or 
c) be most explicitly and meaningfulIy associated or identified with persons who are 
deemed of national histonc importance; or 
d) be most explicitly and meaningfully associated or identified with events that are 
deemed of national historic importance (HSMBC 1998). 

S a  Appmdix G for a list of grain elevators and lighthouses which have ban designated as 
Nationai Historic Sites. 

62 AD ‘‘historie placen b a site, building or other place of national historic interest or significance, 
and includes buildings or stmctures that are of national interest by reason o f  age or architectural design 
(HSM Act 1998). 



Considerations for designation of national histonc significance are made on an 

individual basis, in accordance with the above criteria and in the context of the wide 

spectnim of Canada's human history. There is also no limit to the number of grain elevators 

and lighthouses that c m  be designated as long as they meet the criteria established. One 

obstacle with the grain elevator and lighthouse and their application to the HSMBC criteria 

is that not ail of these landmarks meet the criteria, even though each lighthouse and grain 

elevator may be significant and important witbin their own communities. Currently, th- 

is only one elevator site (with five elevators), and fourteen lighthouses designated as National 

Histonc Sites in the country. These figures are not representative of the number that exist 

or have existed in the country, nor are they meant to. There is room within the system to 

have more grain elevators and lighthouses designated. However, the system that exists is an 

open-ended one of evaluation, dependant on the public to submit buildings for consideration. 

In order to spare the grain elevator especially, fkom demise, it may be necessary to actively 

encourage the public to submit these features for consideration. The Board is evolving with 

tirne, shifüng in focus and direction to reflect changes in society as its addresses current 

 situation^.^^ This suggests that the Board is able to adapt its position and modify criteria 

when designating heritage places, thus, less rigid criteria could be considered. As always, 

the issue of funding to maintain and preserve these features once they have been designated 

remains a major obstacle in the overall picture. 

63 in addressiag current concems, the Board recognùed that there was a rignificant gender gap in 
the system of national historic sites. It responded with enthusiasm, therefore, to the convening of two 
workshops on women's history, and it has comrnitted itself to irnprove the cornmernoration of women in 
Canadian history (HSMBC 1998). T.H.B. Syrnons (1 997) collection of text h m  the proceedings of the 
National Symposium wrnmemorating the 75& anniversary of the Historic Sites and Monuments Board of 
Canada, looks at the "place of history" in Canada today, and how attitudes and concems have shified and 
changed ovw tirne to create new challenges for those involveci in the preservation of historic sites. This 
shift will require modification to policies and criteria currently in use and encourages an holistic approach 
to preservation. 
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Heritage Canada Foundation 

The Heritage Canada Foundation is a non-govermental organization which plays a 

signifiant role in raising awareness towards protecting Canadian built hentage. The mission 

of the Heritage Canada Foundation is to protect and promote this country's built, natural, 

historic and scenic heritage (Heritage Canada 1 999b). Their role is to foster and ensure the 

understanding, protection and sustainable evolution of the cultural landscape, in particular 

of the architectural heritage of that landscape. 

Heritage Canada has two major programming areas through which it provides many 

services to the heritage preservation indusüy. The Communications Program includes 

publications (Heritaze magazine, the Heritage Directory, a Press Review, and an Annuai 

Report), consultation with govemment to improve heritage programs, policies and 

legislation, organization of Heritage Day on the third Monday in Febniary, presentation of 

awards which recognize excellence in the hentage preservation field and the hosthg of an 

annual conference in a different region of the country each year. The Demonstratioa 

Program embraces initiatives which help communities to identik manage and share their 

heritage. n i e  Main Street Program and the Youth Services Program have developed fiom 

these initiatives (Heritage Canada, 1997). 

Heritage Canada's interests lie in cornmunity-based projects as well as nationally 

recognized sites. Hentage Canada's programs are designed to help communities across 

Canada take charge of their hentage at a 'grass roots' level, so that regardless of ongin, 

background or age, the legacy of the built heritage in this country will continue. 

ICOMOS Canada 

Another non-governmental organization dedicated to the presewation of built cultural 

hentage is ICOMOS Canada, a national Committee of ICOMOS (the Intemational Coucil 

on Monuments and Sites). It is the leading national authority on conservation philosophy 



and practice. ICOMOS Canada seeks to mise the quality of conservation care provided to 

built cultural heritage at national and international levels through a number of ways not 

limited to, but including: defining appropriate principles and standards of care for 

conservation; promoting needed changes in conservation policy or programmes, on the basis 

of ongoing review of relevant policies/programmes; supporthg scientinc exchanges and 

forums in the heritage conservation field; incrûashg public awareness of appropriate 

methods and approaches for the conservation and care of our built cdturai heritage and 

developing links with organizations whose activities influence the well-king of our built 

cultural heritage (ICOMOS Canada, 1999). They produce several publications, host an 

annual conference, and produce a newsletter. 

The solution to ensuring that common, everyday landmarks with acquired signifiant 

value withstand the pressures of change, and continue to be part of the Canadian landscape 

lies in developing partnerships between those interested in protecting significant landmarks 

and other cultural heritage. Professionals in the field of planning, community development 

and tourism, and all levels of govemment should be encouraged to work together pooling 

resources and expertise. Resource management policies and objectives are king 

incorporated in municipal efforts. Provincial legislation and statutes re-enforce national 

policies through historical societies and museum groups. Govemment agencies and non- 

govemmental organizations, such as Heritage Canada and ICOMOS Canada contribute to 

the conservation and protection of heritage resources. Federally, the Department of Canadian 

Heritage is a major player in the management of our heritage in developing guidelines and 

policies to fiidfil responsibilities in the areas of heritage recognition and presewation at the 

national and international level. As each group attempts to provides an holistic, al l  

encompassing ideology there is also a shift fiom assuming that fbture needs are predictable 

to an understanding that change is unpredictable and continuous. ! 
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Provincial and Territorial Designation 

Each province and territory has, within its authority, the ability to protect places, sites 

and artifacts of significant cultural or historic value. Although the provinces and territories 

do not own or control the grain elevators and lighthouses, they can oblige private 

corporations such as the Wheat Pools and other levels of goveniment, such as the Federal 

government, to undertake certain presewation efforts. The FHBRO Policy is in place at the 

federal level of govemment, therefore, any Iighthouses *ch are threatened and are over 

forty years old, must be assessed through this process. Provincial or temtonal legislation is 

often appiied, as many lighthouses are not recognized or designated by FHBRO and without 

recognition or designation, they are at risk for removd, once they become surplus. Through 

various Acts (e-g. Newfowidland Histonc Resources Act) these features can be assessed as 

Provincial Historic Sites and, thus, protected at this level. Two lighthouses in Newfoundland 

are designated as Provincial Histonc Sites: Point Amour and Cape Bonavista. Pointe Amour 

is cIassz,fied according to FHBRO designation, while Cape Bonavista is not federally 

designated by FHBRO? There continues to be a financial obligation in undeaaking 

such projects, especially for the provincial govemment, who is also responsible for other 

types of built heritage. This obligation limits the number of lighthouses any one provincial 

govemment c m  preserve. 

The grain companies do not have policies equivalent to FHBRO in place, and it is in 

this type of circumstance that provincial and temtonal legisiation can intervene. However, 

while such legislation exists, it is not always enforced. in the case of the grain elevator, on- 

going maintenance and adaptive use are often considered in theu assessment. 

The Province of Alberta, for example, has an Historic Resources Act which alIows 

the designation and protection histonc resources. in this Act, an histonc resource is defined 

" The FHBRO Policy is explained in more detail in Section 4-92 of Chapter Four. 



as: "any work of nature or of man that is primarily of value for its palaeontological, 

archaeological, prehistoric, historic, cultural, naturai, scientific or aesthetic interestyy(Province 

of Alberta 1992). Theoretically, this Act could require grain companies to undergo an 

Histone Impact Assessrnent to determine the culturai and historical si@cance of a grain 

elevator before they proceed with demolition (Ward, 2000). Section 33 of the Alberta 

Historic Resources Act acts favourably towards stalling the demolition of a grain elevator 

which is thought to contain cultural or historical signifïcance. Should an operation or activity 

be likely to result in the alteration, damage or destruction of historic resources, a request can 

be made to carry out an assessment to determine the effect of the operation or activity 

(Province of Alberta 1992). In the case of the grain elevator, grain companies coufd be 

required to undertake an assessment before demolition ensues. Yet, even with such 

legislation, grain elevators continue to disappear. The provincial legislation provides the 

tools to undertake such a process, however, it is hardly ever done. While the province is 

empowered to designate such a site, the land upon which the grain elevator is situated 

belongs to the railway lines, some of which remain active. Issues such as public safety and 

liability play a crucial role in the assessment of a site, and the financial capability of those 

interested in preserving and protecting the site is also taken into consideration. Because the 

grain elevator is not easily adaptable, and in combination with these other obstacles, very few 

grain elevators are designated. The Provhce of Alberta has one designated grain elevator 

site, with two more registered as regionally signfïcant sites, four "in-progress" and three 

identified as conserved or restored. 

63 Competing Attitudes 

An issue that deserves fûrther comment concems itseif with the attitude and 

perception of those outside of the heritage industry and presewation field to see the intrinsic 

value in Canadian heritage and the important role landmarks and landscapes make in 



contributing to Canadian identity. To this extent the federai govemment is singled out as an 

institution respoasible for developing future stnitegies for landmark presenation, and one 

would anticipate support and consensus exists between departments. Working together, 

several departments such as the Department of Canadian Heritage, Department of Naturai 

Resources, Department of Fisheries and Oceans, and Department of National Defense 

collaborate on a number of efforts where jurisdictions cross. However, such harmony is not 

always the case and the attitude of some departme- towards heritage, sipnincant landmarks 

and "this he r i~ge  business" leaves a devastahg impression of the naivete of others. A 

recent statement made by the chair of the Commons Finance Cornmittee identifies the very 

di fferent attitudes that those attempting to recognize Canadian heritage encounter. 

At the annual pre-budget hearings in Ottawa on November 4,1999, groups interested 

in protecting Canadian heritage took their concems and fmancial need to the Finance 

Cornmittee. Afier presentations ident img the importance and need for Canadian heritage, 

and thus, funding to implement and carry on with operations, the response by the chair in 

wondering if anyone cares was "Are Canadians really into this heritage business?" Backed 

with statistics such as: fi*-five million people visit museums every year, which is more than 

the combined attendance at al1 professional sporting events in the country, the presenters 

made a strong case for their cause. There is enough support for Canadian heritage for the 

govemment to offer tax incentives and put some of the current nine billion dollar surplus 

towards presening Canada's heritage. While the support from Canadians is there, those 

controlling the national tax fûnds may not be easily convinced. 

The attitude also exists that money spent on preseMng landmarks and other cultural 

features could be better spent in other areas such as social spending for education and health 

care. The argument can be made that money should be spent on heritage projects because 

they are an important part of Canadian identity and are felt to be so by the majonty of 

Canadians. RecogniPng our culture and celebrating who we are as Canadians is a integral 



part of out identity and is a worthwhile investment of public fûnds. Money dotted for the 

operations of Parks Canada and the Department of Canadian Heritage arnounts to ody  a 

hction of that which goes into health care and other social services " and continues to be 

further reduced. 

Attitudes must become more supportive and positive if prominent features of our 

society are to remain. Preservation of these features also requires raising awareness of their 

importance. lncreased awareness will hopefully persuade the less convinced to change their 

6.4 Preservation 

Recognizing the value of our heritage and declaring it worthy of protection finds its 

roots in the work of people in the past. The Group of Seven for example, brought the 

Canadian landscape to life for many who had not experienced and perhaps would never 

experience it. But the landscape they depict is for the moçt part devoid of human presence. 

Michael Kluckner, current Chair of Heritage Canada, suggests that the time is long overdue 

to shifi away fiom the Group of Seven's perspective of Iandscape and broaden the experience 

to include cultural landscapes: the human imprint on the land (1999). The human imprint 

is the core of cultural heritage. What has been constructed has intended purpose and h c t i o n  

and exists as a record of our interaction with the environment. The collection of these 

imprints holds significant value for those who built, created, interacted, used, exploited, and 

experienced îhem. Identifjing the place of these entities within our lives and how they 

represent our ideals, values and identity is fundamentai to the preservation of our cultural 

heritage. Recognizing the value of features within the cultural Iandscape sets the stage for 

" The 1998 budget reporied the Department o f  Canadian Heritage's spendmg at $353 million. 
The 1999 budget report for Health Care reports an $ 1  1.4 billion increase over the nex! five years . 
Heritage spending amounts to less than three percent of that o f  health care spending (Canadian Heritage 
1998; Health Canada 1999). 



the preservation of these entities, thus anticipating the potentid of these features to teli our 

story to the next generation, as past generations have told their stories to us. 

The federal government's decision to privatize or dispose of numerous properties will 

mean some FHBR066 designated buildings will no longer f d  under federal jurisdiction. 

Provinces and municipalities will be approached to designate these buildings once they are 

out of federal hands; failing that, local heritage groups may find the long-tenn fiitures of their 

once-secure federal heritage buildings much less certain (Fulton, 1998). This is the reality 

facing lighthouses which fa11 under federal jurisdiction. The threatened grain elevators are 

also at risk but their private ownership does not necessarily expose them to heritage policy 

or preservation guidelines. Any preservation efforts undertaken by the grain companies are 

done of their own accord and not because they are required to do so. While modly  the 

companies rnight feel some obligation to the local communities they serviced and made 

profits fiom, legally there is no such obligation. However, as identified in Section 6.2 of this 

Chapter, provinces and municipalities can oblige private corporations to undertake certain 

preservation efforts. Regardless, neither the Coast Gwrd nor the grain companies are in the 

business of heritage preservation. It is not their role to find adaptive uses for lighthouses and 

grain elevators once they become surplus. The onus does not lie on these authonties to 

ensure the buildings are protected. However, they should provide an accessible means, f k e  

of "bureaucratic backlash" for transferring buildings and property to those comptent to 

guard these facilities. 

Leaving buildings like grain elevators and lighthouses abandoned on the landscape 

carries with it repercussions of liability to those who originally possessed them. Thus, 

finding alternative uses for surplus structures seems to be the obvious course of direction for 

both those interested in disposing of them and those interested in preserving these vaiued 

" The EWBRO policy recognizes federal buildings over forty years old and lsses~s thmi for 
historical vaIue before they can be disposed of. This policy was discussed in Chapter Four. 



landmarks. Figure 6.2 cleverly draws attention to the situation. The irony in replachg a 

lighthouse with a grain elevator indicates the need for a system that administers potential 

renewal of these features once they lose their original purpose, but also the juxtaposed image 

of the grain elevator and lighthouse M e r  identifies a subtle commonality. The difficulty 

in attempting to preserve a cultural entity through adaptive re-use is the cost involved in 

repairing, maintaining, and renovating large and less adaptable facilities such as a lighthouse 

or grain elevator. Table 6.1 gives a basic outline of some of the costs involved in taking 

over a grain elevator or Lighthouse to preserve, and the cost of annual maintenance and 

repair. As can be seen, there is a huge financial responsibility in such projects. 

Initial funding by way of grants and start-up programs assists in geaing projects 

operating, but the long-term invernent in the continued preservation of these sites is often 

not forthcoming because of their size and magnitude. Finding alternative uses for these 

structures is an ideal way of providing a source of continual income that aids in the 

maintenance of the site. At the same t h e ,  however, certain alternative uses might 

compromise the authenticity and integrity of the buildings or site itself and its original 

intentions. The detemiining factor is to what extent preservation becomes serious restoration 

or simple conservation. For many local groups, limited funding only allows them to stabilize 

a building, such as the Ferryland lighthouse. Thus, the building is protected fkom 

dilapidation and is able to remain in the landscape, but may lose some of its original 

character in the process. Replacing broken windows in a light-keeper's house for example, 

may be done with modem framing and panes of glas becaw it costs less than restoring and 

refhishing the original, but such changes do not complement the nineteenth century 

architecture of the house. As is ofien the case, these cost-saving measures are short and 

may be the only option for keeping a building intact. 



Figure 6.2 Adaptive Re-use? Replacing one threatened landmark with another. 
(Source: Regina Leader Post. November 26,1998) 



Grain Elevator: Paterson Grain Elevator, Inglis, Manitoba 
New Siding, Shingles, Windows: $250,000 
Fire Detection and Suppression Systems: $300,000 
Other Services (e-g. Topographical Surveys, 
Business Plans, Feasibility S tudies, Architectural 
and Engineering Fees : Not Avaiiable 
Annual Maintenance Costs: Less than S 1000 per year for 

materials, plus labour. 
Ten Year Repainting Cycle: $25,000 - $50,000 or more 
(will require scaffolding and safety equipment or a crane) 

Lighthouse: Ferryland Lighthouse, Ferryland, Newfoundland 
A report prepared by the firm Pratt-Henley-Blackwood in 1992 identified the cost 
involved in five development options for the light-keepers house in Ferryland. 
Restoration: $655,284 to $873,712 
Adaptive Reuse/Recoostniction: $2 18,428 to $26 1,870 
Moth-balling (stabilization): $72,000 to $96,000 
Creating a ruin: $30,000 to $40,000 
Dernolition: $5,000 to $10,000 

Table 6.1 The Cost of Preservation (Source: Nemberg2000, Pratt 1992, CosteUo 1997). 

Not making necessary repairs threatens the existence of the building and extensive 

deterioration will eventually lead to the removal of the building. As much as possible, 

maintenance should be limited so that changes made to the function or purpose complement 

rather than scar the originai (Boniface 1995,47). 



There exists in the United States, both a national lighthouse preservation society and 

a grain elevator historical society. n i e  Lighthouse Preservation Soc iee7  operating out of 

Maine, and the Country Grain Elevator Historical Society,6' operating out of Montana, 

promote awareness and action as their prime mandates. A f b t  step in solving the endless 

struggle of protecting the grain elevator and lighthouse fiom certain demise could be to 

establish similar non-govemmentai organizations in Canada. W l e  several local and 

regional groups exist in this country, their efforts are ofien undemiined by fiscal constraints, 

corporate regimes and political agendas. Certainly, past expenence suggests that 

individually, the voice of the common person is seldom heard, and the collective memory 

and nostalgia that are intimately comected to these features are linle considered in a world 

consumed by budget cuts and econornic down-time. The initial interest in presening local 

lighthouses and grain elevators has begun at the grass-roots level. In order for such projects 

to survive, govemment agencies and corporate entities must commit to a vision that 

recognizes these structures as heritage prototypes, and not Krelevant liabilities. Local groups 

need to be supported by those who can afford to do so. Increasingly, we are speaking of 

grain elevators and lighthouses as rarities and not as cornmonplace culturai idioms on the 

landscape. We will be lefi with regret for action that was never taken. Lowenthal(1999) 

m e r  supports the grass-roots initiative. He feels that amateurs play a cardinal role in 

recognizing the potential of heritage. Their input about what is meaningful is profoundly 

important. 

67 Information about the Lighthouse Preservation Society can be found on the World Wide Web at 
the URL: htîp ~/~~~.maine.com/lights/~~lhs.htm. 

'' Infmation about the Country Grain Elevator Society can be found on the World Wide Web at 
the URI.: http~/~.gomontana.~~m/grainelevator/ (Selwyn 1999). 
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6.5 Summary 

The effects of globalization are felt even at the local level. The local museum is 

afZected by changing economies, dissipating borders and increasing scales of business. It 

cannot be denied that the global situation has an effect on the smder  players. The 

repercussions trickle down h o u &  the system and thus, the bigger picture needs to be 

conçtantly brought into focus. At this scale however, the significance of local landmarks c m  

be seemingly overpowered. Nonetheless, the importance of everyday features to a sense of 

place and identity was observed through input fkom local people, who are very much 

comected to their heritage. The ordinary, everyday landmarks that are routine withia our 

Iives become second-nature and their removal affects the way we perceive our sense of place. 

This forces us to question the mortality of features once thought to be timeless in their 

existence. The connections between the lighthouse and the grain elevator become 

apparent as the intricate layers that compose these landscapes are uncovered. Their common 

ground essentially lies in the unmistakable attachment of many local people towards these 

features and how their demise has created a nostalgie sense of loss for a coveted landmark 

lost to the perils of economy and efficiency. The grain elevator and lighthouse are 

recognized as valuable components of Canadian heri tage, stemming fiom their rooted 

existence at the local level and their valued perception at the regional and nationai levels. 

The potential of these features to act as reminders of the past that will continue for fûture 

generations to experience, is the perspective fiom which their preservation should be 

managed. 

The protection and preservation ofbuilt heritage is dependent upon govemmentai and 

non-govemmental organizations at the federal, provincial and municipal level working 

together CO-operatively. The mandates of each organization identie the role each plays in 

the preservation and conservation movement. Policy and legislation acknowledge heritage 

of significant value. However, this maybe somewhat subjective. Each landmark carries with 
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it an acquired value of significance, based on the experiences of the people who recognize 

it and regard it as something which defines who they are. Those entities designated with 

national significance could be easily mdtiplied three-fold. 

The following concluding chapter presents recommendations regarding preservation 

efforts at the national level and offers final comments on the status of the grain elevator and 

lighthouse in Canada 



Chapter 7: Summary, Conclusions and Recommendations 

7.1 Summary 

The sense of community that exists in both the Prairies and the east Coast results in 

strong ties to the land and the built component of the landscape. In its fidl capacity, the grain 

elevator was instrumental in the productivity of the grain producers on the Prairies, while the 

lighthouse played a more indirect role in the harvesting of the fishery. Globaiization, 

changing economies and advancing technology have afTected them both and they are 

staggering through the process of transformation fiom landmarks of an industrial era to icons 

of a post-industrial age. The change and loss that this process engenders are induced solely 

by advancing technology and transforming econornies. Both the elevator and lighthouse 

have k e n  well regarded by Canadians as worthy structures for generations. However, 

attrition has been taking its toll on these landmarks for many years. Both have been 

decreasing in numbers, but the loss has accelerated drarnatically in the last three decades, and 

this is the cause for dam. Where there were once hundreds of these sentinels scattered 

across the Prairies and the Canadian coastline respectively, they are now the exception, not 

the norm. 

This thesis has identified the increasing importance of recognizing local landmarks 

and landscapes as significant components which are integral to our understanding of sense 

of place and identity of place. The grain elevator and lighthouse have become familiar 

Canadian feanires, no longer recognized only in their particular regions. They are a national 

concem and of national interest, referred to in national newspapers discussed at national 

coderences, and debated amongst federal bureaucrats. The farniliarity of these features 

outside of their respective areas by those not closely associated with them, also suggests that 

they have reached a level of national recognition. This thesis has also highlighted the place 

of these features in their respective communities exploring how that which is considered to 

be commonplace is an integrai component of the composition of a cornmunity. This thesis 
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has not, however, attempted to romanticize the past in-so-much as it has attempted to 

promote new ways of looking at the human landscape around us, and to increase awareness 

of its historical signifiçance. 

In the proceedings of the National Symposium commemorating the 7Sm anniversary 

of the Historic Sites and Monuments Board of Canada, Michael Valpy wrote, 

In a land as multicultural as Canada, as forever subject to re-invention as Canada, 
these places of built heritage are more than the markers of any one particular culture. 
They are markers of the nation itself, and the nation itself has a history, a past that 
has shaped its present (1 997, 197). 

It is just as important to recognize the vernacular landmarks that are part of our daily lives, 

as it is to recognize the "great" monuments and architecture which we hold to be unique and 

irnpressive. As such, it is fair to suggest that no one component of our built heritage is more 

worthy than another. A particular feature may carry immense value for one person or group 

but not for another. A country's landmarks evolve slowly to create an intricate but coherent 

understanding of what it means to be a nation. As the grain elevator and Lighthouse emerge 

as iconic structures fiom functional structures they gain mission and importance: lodly ,  

regionally and nationally. They represent basic ideals of the country and need to remain part 

of the landscape as part of what depicts Canada. 

7.2 Conclusions 

The study aims identified in Chapter One presented a guideline £rom which this thesis 

evolved. Throughout this research it has been found that communities react to changes in 

the c u i W  landscape and to the loss of prominent features that are part of that landscape. 

The response of participants in community meetings and questionnaires highlight concerns 
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of how the removal of these features would affect sense of place and identity, especially in 

the niral areas of the Prairies and east coast, where they have been a central component of 

the everyday landscape for generations. In some cases there was delayed reaction to the loss. 

In the case of the grain elevator, many locai people felt their efforts wouid be fbtile against 

the grain companies and ofien nothing was done. The resulthg consequence was that after 

the grain elevator was removed an overwhelming sense of loss was experienced dong with 

regret for not having acted before it was too late. Other reactions surfaced as interest in 

preserving the grain elevator. Successfid preservation projects have been undertaken in d 

three of the Prairie provinces, but not al1 of those initiated come to fruition. Adequate 

funding and safety issues are two of the more imminent obstacles facing preservationists. 

In the case of the lighthouse, preservation efforts have been more successfiil, largely 

as a fûnction of the adaptability of the lighthouse for re-use. Responses to questionnaires and 

in group meetings in Newfoundland were very positive and encouraging. Concems about 

adequate funcihg were common. Nonetheless, the local people were adamant that the 

lighthouse would remain, regardless of the obstacles that would have to be overcome. In 

cornmunities where the lighthouses had been removed, there was a great sense of loss that 

accompanied the removai of the structure that in many cases, continues to exist today. 

However, in both the grain elevator and lighthouse situations, commtmities reacted in mixed 

ways. There were very few communities fully supportive of these preservation projects, and 

ofien efforts are directed towards brïnging skeptics on-side. 

The impending loss of these features forces these images to be remembered or 

preserved in several ways. Through the mernories of the local people, by photographs, 

artwork and stories, the essence of the grain elevator and lighthouse will live on. Theiir 

images are captured in the rninds of those who have experienced and encountered them, and 

in the psyche of those who recognize them as representative features of the Prairie and 

coastal landscapes. They are also being remembered through the dedicated efforts of local 
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groups and enthusiasts who attempt to preserve these features and keep them, as they 

physically exist, on the landscape. Yet, wtiile there are several grain elevators and 

lighthouses preserved, they are not representatîve of the number that once existed on the 

Canadian landscape. Part of the preservation effort is to raise p a t e r  awareness about the 

threat to the grain elevator and lighthouse in hopes of stalling the dernolition process until 

an adequate assessrnent of the status of grain elevators and lighthouses in the country can be 

undertaken. 

The grain elevator and lighthouse are comparable on many fronts. Most importanly, 

those encountering the grain elevator and the lighthouse are recognizing the importance of 

both of these features as they become increasingly scarce upon the landscape. Both elevator 

and lighthouse preservationists encounter the same kind of ctistacles in attempting to retah 

these structures, and while these obstacles hinder the process, they often force communities 

to use innovative means to find adaptive uses for these structures as a way of keeping them 

intact. The local reactions fiom the Prairies and the east coast are similar in their desire to 

keep a part of their communities dive, and in fact are sympathetic to each other's situation. 

The message was clear fiom each perspective: increased awareness of the inevitable 

circumstances would gain much needed support locally, regionally and nationally, and 

ultimately would result in more interest in the cause of protecting significant pieces of local, 

built heritage. 

In Chapter Six, the role of several organizations in the preservation of buiït heritage 

was identified, as was the mandate of each group and their contribution to the heritage 

preservation movement. There are policies, legislation and mandates which recognize 

significant features with heritage value, and there are active groups working in the field 

raising awareness and rallying support for culturai heritage. Yet, there are problems with 

each of these and these problems ofien contribute to less than successful preservation efforts. 

Some of these problems were identified in Cbapters T h e  and Four in discussing the case 



studies of the grain elevators and lighthouses. They include the tremendous cost involved 

in undertaking a preservation project; the lack of fimding to support these projects; the lack 

of guidance and direction fkom diRering perspectives; the lack of networking which aliows 

for leamhg fiom each other; the lack of interest shown by residents who do not see a 

landmark or feature for what it is worth and the burden of responsibility left behind, should 

those who initialiy started the effort leave. These problems arise for seved reasons: policy 

is not encompassing, legislation seems lenient and mandates are too subjective. 

7.3 Recommendations 

Based on the matenal introduced in Chapter Five and Six with supporting evidence 

fiom the other chapters, the following recomrnenilations regarding the preservation of 

Canadian grain elevators and lighthouses as significant local Iandmarks with national 

recognition c a .  be made. 

Federal Govemment 

The federal govemment should implement cost-reduction measutes for those 

interested in preserving built heritage. This could corne in the form of tax breaks and 

incentives as put forward by Denhez (1997), and seems fmancially feasible given that the 

federal governent is currently reporting a budget surplus. Those interested in preseming 

and protecting Canadian landmarks should be acknowledged for their efforts by way of a tax 

break; setting such a protocol could reduce and ideally, eliminate, requests at a later date for 

M e r  intervention nom the federal govemment to provide more hding.  



Parks Canada 

A workable, inclusive database which contains a national inventory of al1 grain 

elevaton and Lighthouses, rather than just those they administer, should be initiated by Parks 

Canada Cntena for data collection would be established by P h  Canada and information 

compiled by provincial and municipal governments, local groups and those interested in such 

features. The information in the database would identify areas for possible presewation 

projects and provide the framework from which a representative number of these features be 

determined. Grain elevators and lighthouses would be inventoned and assessed for their 

individual and collective contribution to their commwiities, their industries and to the 

identity of the regions in which they are found. Those with more significant characteristics 

would be given pnority for preservation. This database could be created on a web page, 

openly accessible to the public, and further maintained as Uiformation is submitted. 

Parks Canada should also attempt to mod* policy to enable minimum short-term 

protection for endangered features, particularly those which are not govemment owned. A 

policy of this type would give preservationists the time needed to assess a site for its value 

and contribution and based on their assessment, designation could ensue. 

Historie Sites and Monuments Board of Canada (HSMBC) 

While designation by the Historie Sites and Monuments Board of Canada is, 

foremost, a cornmernorative activity, it should be recognized as the highest level of 

recognition with provincial and municipal governments responding accordingly. A 

collaborative effort between the HSMBC with these other levels of governrnent would ensure 

that designation at the national level be supported by designation at the provincial and 

municipal levels. The HSMBC could also play an integral role in finding more financial 

resources to offset the cost of preserving designated features, and in developing strategies 

that offer legd protection in securing these sites. 



Heritage Canada Foundation 

Given their experience with commdty-oriented programs such as Main Street and 

their familiarity with working with comrnunity groups, the Heritage Canada Foundation 

could play an integrai role in raising awareness about the important contribution l o d  

landmarks make to local, regional and national heritage. Comecting the presewationist with 

the non-preservationist promotes understanding of both sides in the process involved in 

protecting built heritage. This connection should be encouraged. To M e r  this initiative 

Heritage Canada couid create a "how-to" manual, which outlines the procedure for groups 

interested in preserving local landmarks. This inclusive manual would contain information 

about policy, legislation, designation, funding, preservation techniques, as weil as a list of 

contact names of people working in the various fields relating to preservation. 

The Foundation could also examine the possibilities of setting up h d s  in trust, 

which would provide a continuous growth of invested money. Securing an endowment to 

preserve Canada's built heritage prior to threatened loss ensures that the necessary 

h e w o r k  is in place, rather than attempting to search for fimding after a landmark has 

become endangered. 

ICOMOS Canada 

ICOMOS Canada should lead the way in creating an inclusive communication 

network between various preservation players, both professional and novice, by encouraging 

and diversifjhg its memkrship. Building a network of those with common interests but 

fiom di fferent areas of expertise would alleviate several obstacles. Increased communication 

between professional and local people would allow for "piggybacking" on the experiences 

of others and prevent repeated mistakes fkom being made. Aiso, the formation of a wide and 

diverse network would promote growth and interaction within the group. A well developed 



network system, which includes individuals Çom a variety of backgrounds, would enable 

each member to keep in contact with others interested in similar preservation issues. 

Another recommendation is that a sub-cornmittee be deveioped, which focuses on a 

specific feature, such as a grain elevator or lighthouse, or a series of features of a particular 

type or region, such as farming buildings or churches. This suggests a movement away fkom 

the traditional type of sub-comrnittees which are more thematic in origin. This sub- 

cornmittee could work in collaboration with other groups involved in preserving the same 

feature or features. 

Provincial and Municipal Govemments 

Orchestrated by the provincial and municipal governments' culture and heritage 

divisions or regional development departments, an inventory of al1 grain elevaton and 

lighthouses should be collected and submitted to Parks Canada for addition to their database. 

This database would identify communities where these specific features are valued and 

should be respected even if their elevator or lighthouse is not the %est example of" 

Provincial and municipal govemments should be encouraging those in the private 

sector to take a stronger interest in preservation efforts, especially for features which the 

private sector owns. Utilizing provincial and territorial legislation c m  oblige private 

corporations to assess their properties for cultural and historie value before is it renovated 

or destroyed. 

Local Groups 

Those interested in preservation at the local level have the responsibility of gainhg 

support nom others in the community to back projects as immense as the preservation of a 

grain elevator or lighthouse. Local groups must maintain interest in efforts to preserve their 

surroundings, while at the same time seeking out ways to h a n c e  such undertakhgs. Fund- 
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raising and cost-sharing prograrns are an integral part of the preservation process, especiaily 

at the local level. Local groups need to find creative ways to fuad such projects. They must 

also be prepared to take fûll responsibility, in the long term, for buildings of interest. This 

will overcome concerns which have been raised about the burden of facilities should those 

onginally interested in their preservation project move away. 

Workshops organized with any of the groups and agencies listed above, could provide 

direct on-site guidance to those with less experience and assist in educating cornmunity 

residents as to the significance of their everyday surroundings. Also necessary, is the 

formation of partnerships between those involved in the preservation industry at the local, 

regional, provincial and national levefs and fiom the private sector. Collaborative efforts are 

essential for successtùl preservation projects in the fiture. 

Table 7.1 summarizes the recornmendations presented in anticipation of alleviahg 

some of the current difficulties that exist in the field ofbuilt heritage preservation. TheR are 

certainly others that may be put forward, however, those suggested in the table are meant to 

act as stepping stones in the process of preservation. 



Federal Government 

Parks Canada 

HSMBC 

Heritage Canada 

ICOMOS 

Provincial and 
Municipal Govemments 

Local Groups 

AII interested parties 

- - - - 

Irnplement tax breaks to assist costiy preservation projects. 

Facilitate and maintain built heritage inventories. 

Find adequate financial resources; develop strategies that offer 
legal protection. 

Promote awareness; create endowment(s); develop "how-to" 
preservation manuals. 

Create workable, accessible network of heritage preservationists 
and those interested in preservation. 

Utilize Iegislation; collect inventory information. 

Develop creative fund-raising opportunities; initiate cost-share 
programs; organize workshops. 

Establish partnerships at, and between, levels of govenunent and 
non-govemrnent organizations. 

Table 7.1 Recommendations Summary for Future Preservation 
of Grain Elevators and Lighthouses in Canada. 

7.4 Further Research 

The research conducted for this thesis chose to draw on theory and concepts fiom 

social sciences and humanities, such as human geography, anuiropology and history. The 

final product looks at a slice in time of two distinct landscapes. Further research could 

include comparative studies between the various lighthouse regions to gain a better 

understanding of the similarities and differences of this feature on the Canadian landscape. 

This codd also be done for grain eIevators by studying the various grain companies in the 

three Prairie provinces and their evolution over tirne. 

Investigating the similarities and differences between Canadian and American grain 

elevators or lighthouses could also provide an interesthg comparative study. A h ,  a follow- 
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up study on the grain elevator and lighthouse in the future would see how their lmdscapes 

evolved and whether or not current presewation efforts were successfiil. From this last 

study, obstacles and problems that appear to have hindered the preservation process can be 

identified and thus, addressed accord ngl y, and eliminate these obstacles for preservation 

efforts of other built heritage. 

Research could be undertaken that studies other Canadian landmarks and Canadian 

symbols and efforts to preserve them. These studies could be placed in cornparison with the 

grain elevator and lighthouse, thus, highlighting subtle similarities and presenting a stmnger 

case for the preservation of b d t  heritage. 

It is hoped that fkom this thesis emphasis will be piaced on the importance of 

preserving local heritage and that the previous recornmendations will be considered. 
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ETHICS CONSENT FORM 
GRAIN ELEVATOR OUESTIONNAIRE 
LIGHTHOUSE qUESTl0NNAIR.E 



TRENT UNIVERSITY 
Peterborough, Ontario, Canada. K 9 J  788 

Frost Centre for Canadian Heritage and Developmcnt Studies 

Tel: (705) 748-1 750, FAX: (7051 748-1 801. E-mail: FROSTCENTREBTRENTU.CA 

- Consent Form - 
Proposed Title of Researcb: 

The Loss of Cc~mdian Senzinels: Responding to Eïolving L a ~ c o p e s .  

Outline of Researcb Project: 
This thesis will study community reaction to changes in the culturat Iandscape and the loss of prominent features that are 
part of the landscape. In particular, it will fmus on iighthouses m Ndoundland and grain elevaton in Saskatchewan. 
It  will look at how significant tfie lighthouse and prain elevator are as local, regionai, and national features and will 
investigate how these feanirrs are remcmbered once they are changcd or lost This idormation d l  be obtained through 
extensive field work that includcs community workshops, cornmunity walk-abouts, onesn-one inteniews, group 
discussions and suxveys. This will d o w  the rcsearcha to understand and intcrprct the landscapes of the Lighthouse and 
grain elevator in more detaii. 
The final product is anticipated to be a written and Mdeo documentation of the place of these rwo features in the 
community, region and country. 

Researcher: Advisor: 
Kerry Lake Dr- Susan Wurtcle 
MA Graduate Student Department of Geopphy 
Frost Centre for Canadian Heritage and Devtiopment Studies Trcnt University 
Trent University Peterborough, ON K9H 7B8 
Peterborough., ON K9H 7B8 Tel. (705) 7484454 Fax- (705) 748- 1205 
TeI. (705) 750-0774 Fax. (705) 748-1801 E-mail: SWURTELE@TRENTU.CA 
E-mail: KLAKE@TRENTU.CA 
Http ://ivory . trentu. cal-klake 

1. , have been MIy informed on the objectives of this research project and fieely consent 
to participate. 1 understand that my participabon is voluntq and that 1 am under no obligabon to answer any/all questions 
arked by the researcher. 1 am aware that names and identimg i d o d o n  will only be used in the final thesis report if 
agreed upon by the researchcr and myselt 1 understand that if 1 cbmsc to no longer îake in this nsearch, 1 m q  
withdraw at any time. 1 am aware that any information 1 provide may be withdrawn or restricted at my request. In 
addition 1 am aware that my participation may bc vidco- androi tape- recordcd and tbat notes may be takcn by the 
researc her. 

The researcher rnay use the information provided by me in her MA thesis subject to the folfowing conditions: 
1. No Conditions. 
2. Guarantee of Anonpity. 
3. Othef conditions. (Pleasc spcci@) 

Name of Participrint/lmeMewu Si- Date of Participatioii/im~ew 



- G R A I N  E L E V A T O R  Q U E S T I O N N A I R E -  
A Loss of Canadian Sentinels: Responding to Evohring Landscapes 

This questionnaire is pertaining to the old country or prinary elevator, however comments 
regarding the more modem grain elevators are welcome. Please give as much detail as possible 
and use the back of this sheet if you require more space. 

1. What does the Grain Elevator mean to you? (What does it represent?) 

2. Does the grain elevator have a strong presence in the community? 
Yes No 
Lfno, why not? 

3. Should the grain elevator no longer be part of the community (ie. tom down, destroyed, vandaiized), 
how would you feel? (Do you see this as being inevitable?) 

4. Ifremoved from the community, do you think a monument or plaque should mark the place where the 
grain elevator once stood? 

Yes No - 

5. Do you think there is a sense of loss associated with the tearing down of the grain elevators and how 
is this expressed? 

6. Please mark the following that you agree with: 
The country grain elevator is: 

a reminder of the past. a symbol of the Prairies. a part of the 
community. 

sornething to be preserved. something to be desîroyed once it is no longer in use. 
an eye-sore. a hazardous and dangerous place. 
able to be converted into a rnuseum, bed and breakfast, or cafe,.so that it does not get tom down. 
others: 



7.1s the grair- elevator representative of the Prairies? (such as to other parts of Canada and the world). 
Yes No 
Further comments 

8. Do you think people fiom other parts of Canada and other parts of the world think of grain elevators 
when they think of the Prairies? 

Yes No 

9. Are there other structures, events, places, people, things that you feel represent the Prairies better than 
the grain elevator (such as what is displayed in tourism literature to encourage tourists to visit 
Saskatchewan)? 

Yes No 
If so, what are they? 

IO. Do you think that the grain elevator is a true Canadian icon? 
Yes No 
How so? or Why not? 

1 1. Do you agree with efforts to preserve grain elevators? 

Further comments 

1 2. Do you feel that the history of the old grain elevators is being recorded accurately? 
Yes No - 

13. Do you know about the row of elevators in Inglis, Manitoba, which was designated aNational Historic 
Site in 1W6? 

Yes No - 

Optional Questions: 
Do you live in this community Yes 

If yes, how long have you lived here? if no, please indicate your place of 
residence 

Gender: Male Fernale 
Age Group: Under 15 1 6-25 26-3 5 

65+ 

I f  returning by mail, please use the postage-paid envelope provided. 
Thank you for completing this questionnaire. 



- L I G H T H O U S E  Q U E S T I O N N A I R E -  
A Loss of Canadian Sentinels: Responding to Evolving Landscapes 

This questionnaire is king  used to collect information about lighthouses in general, but keeping the image 
of the Fenyland lighthouse in mind, My research is focussing on older lighthouses (that would have had a 
light-keeper living there at one the) ,  however any comments or questions you have about the Fenyland 
lighthouse or any other lighthouse you are familiar with or know about are certainly welcome. The 
information obtained fiom this questionnaire is strictly confidential and will not be used individually, but 
rather put together with others to get an overall impression of how people feel about lighthouses in your 
area, in the province, and in Canada. Please give as much detail as possible and use additional sheets if you 
require more space. 

1. Do you feel that the tighthouse is represented ...... (choose as many as you like) 
- in the community in the region (Southem Shore) in the province in Canada 

not at al1 

2. Does the lighthouse have a strong presence in the cornrnunity? 
Yes No 
If no, why not? 

3. If the Ferryland lighthouse was no longer part of the community (ie. tom dom,  destroyed, vandalized), 
how would you feel? 

4. If "removed" fiom the community, do you think a monument or plaque should mark the place where the 
old lighthouse once stood? 

Yes No - 

5.  Do you think there is a sense of loss associated with the "destruction" of lighthouses? 
Yes No 
Cornments 

6. What are your personal thoughts about the Ferryland lighthouse? (Please use additiond sheets if needed). 

7. Do you feel that the history of the old lighthouses and t h e ~  keepers is being recorded rtccwately? 
Yes No- 



8. Piease mark the following that you agree with: 
The old lighthouse is: 

a reminder of the past. 
a symbol of Newfoundland. a syrnbol of Atlantic Canada. 
something to be preserved. an eye-sore. a hazardous and dangerous place. 
a part of the community. something to be destroyed once it is no longer in use. 
able to be converted into a museum, bed and breakfast, or cafe, so that it does not get tom down. 

9. Do you think the lighthouse is a representative icon of Newfoundland? 
Yes No 
Comments 

10. Do you think people fiom other parts of Canada and other parts of the world think ligbthouses are a 
significant part of Newfoundland culture? 

Yes No 

1 1. Are there other structures, events, places, people, things that you feel represent Newfoundland better 
than the lighthouse (such as what is displayed in tourism literature to encourage tourists to visit 
Newfoundland)? 

Yes No 
If so, what are they? 

12. Do you think that the lighthouse is a true Canadian icon? 
Yes No 
How so? or Why not? 

13. Do you agree with efforts to preserve lighthouses? 
Yes No - 
Cornments 

4. m a t  are your personal thoughts about lighthouses in general? (Please use additional sheets if neeûed). 

Optional Questions: 
Do you live in this community Yes 

If yes, how long have you lived here? years. 
If no, please indicate your place of residence 

Gender: Male Female 
Age Group: Under 15 16-25 26-3 5 36-45 46-55 56-65 65+ 

- - - - - - - 

If returnuig by mail, please use the postage-paid envelope providai. 
Thank you for completing this questionnaire. Your assistance is greatly appreciated. 



APPENDIX C: PHOTOS OF A "LIGHTHOUSE" AND A "LIGHTSTATION. 

Lighthouse at Cape Bonavista, Newfoundland 
(Road Map of Newfoundland and Labrador, Department of Tourism, Culture and Recreation, 1995) 

Light station at St. Jacques, Newfoundland 
(Photo taken by author, October 1999) 



APPENDIX D: LIGHTHOUSE NEWSPAPER ARTICLES 

Newspaper Articles: 
Lighthouses 
Benson, B. 1998 "Worthy of recognition." The Evenina T e l e m .  November 2, p.3 
Benson, B 1997 "Seeing the light." The Evenine Teleeram Sundav Edition May 18, p. 1 
Callahan, B. 1998 "DFO sees the light" The Evenine T e l e m .  October 1 p. 1,2 
Cameron, S. 1999 "Who owns the lighthouses?" Globe and Mail. April12, p. A6 
Cox, K. 1999 "Save our lighthouses, N.S. group cries" Globe and Mail. March 13, p. A5 
Dyck, B. 1997 "Lighthouse on the prairie" Western Producer. November 20, p. 6-7. 
Hamilton, G. 1999 "Lighthouse 'yard sale' coming, group fears." The National Post. March 12, 
p.A6 
Hamilton, G. 1998 "An old man, the sea and Atlantic lighthouses." The National Post September 
11, p? 
Harries, K. 1 998 "Storm brewing over lighthouse." Toronto Star December 1 1, p. A4 
Howard, R 1998 "Why he's still a keeper of the flame." The Globe and Mail, April20, p.A2 
Honvood, H. "Ottawa han& Lighthouse to historical society for S 1" The Evenine Telemam. 
October 29, p. 10 
Kearsey, D. 1999 "Drearn to restore lighthouse coming true" The Eveninp T e l e m .  June 28, p.3 
LeBIanc, R 1998 "Beacon of opportunity." The Ex~ress. October 7- 13, p.8 
LeBlanc, R. 1998 "A beacon for prospenty." The Ex~ress. September 23-30, p.7 
The Ex~ress. 1996 "Lighthouses out." October 23, p. 4 
Tompkins, J 1995 "Rent-a-lighthouse, cheap." The Evening Teleenun. December 27, p. 1 
Toughill, K. 1998 "Lighthow keepea keep Amenca at bay." Toronto Star. May 9, p. El, E4 
Watson, P. 1998 "Forget your troubles, c'mon get happy." The Globe and Mail, April 18, p.El 
Whiffen, B. 1998 "Our beacons." The Evenine T e l e m .  May 25, p. 3 
Whiffen, G. 1996 "Staff cuts at lightsbtions compromise safety." The Evening Tele- 
January 20 p.7 
Whiffen, G. 1996 "Efford takes dim view of lighthouse takeover." The Evenine Teleaam. 
January 12, p. 1 



APPENDIX E: LlGHTHOUSE PRESERVATION GROUPS AND MUSEUMS IN CANADA 

Newfoundland: 
Newfoundland and Labrador Light-station Society 
Cape Race Heritage Society 

Nova Scotia 
Nova Scotia Lighthouse Preservation Society 
Nova Scotia Lighthouse hterpretive Centre 
Henry Island (NS) Lighthow Preservation Society 
Friends of the Yarmouth Light Society 
Seal Island Lighthouse Museum, Barrington NS 

New Brunswick 
Cape Enrage Adventmes, New Brunswick 
Isle Miscou Lighthouse 

Prince Edwsrd Island 
Prince Edward Island Lighthouse Preservation Society 
Friends of Blockhouse Light 

Quebec 
Musee de la Mer (Pointe au Pere) 
Centre d'hterpretation des Phares et Balises, (Riviere la M m e )  

Ontario 
Point Abino Lighthow Preservation Society 
Point Clark Lighthouse Museum 
Friends of Cabot Head Lighthouse 
Kicardine Lighthouse Museum 
Mississagi Lighthouse and Museum 
Port BurweIl Lighthouse and Museum 
Chantry Island Lighthouse Maritime Heritage Cornmittee 



APPENDIX F: MODERN RUINS 254 

Coney Island still draws hundreds of thousands of people to its beach on hot surnmer days. 
The Wonder WheeI, built in 1920, the Cyclone roller coaster, built in 1927, and the B&B 
Carousel still operate, while the Parachute Jump and the Thunderbolt roller coaster stand 
abandoned. A small amusement park opened on the site of Steeplechase Park in the 70's but 
eventually closed, leaving many of the rides to slowly decay. 

David's Island 
Formerly Fort Slocurn, now developers (including Donald Trurnp) have been trying to get 
approva1 to build a bridge and some expensive homes on the island. At one time the power utility 
Con Ed thought it would be a great place for a nuclear reactor - right on the border with the 
Bronx. 



Cape Canaveral ( 1 998) 

The launch pads at Cape Canaveral. This is Cornplex 34, the site of the Apollo One tragedy. 



APPENDIX G: G b U N  ELEVATORS AND LIGHTHOUSES DESIGNATED AS NATIONAL 
HISTORIC SITES 

Feature and Number Location 
of Sites 

Grain Elevators 

1 site 

Ligh thouses 

loglis, Manitoba 

15 sites Sambro Island, Nova Scotia 
Point Mississauga, Ontario 

Fisgard, British Columbia 

Cape Spear, Newfoundland 
Bois Blanc Island, Ontario 

Point Clark, Ontario 

Point Atkinson, British Columbia 
Triple Island, British Columbia 
Cap des Rosien, Quebec 
Île-verte, Quebec 
Pointe-au-Père, Quebec 
Miscou Island, New Brunswick 
Cape Pine, Newfoundland 
Cape Race, Ne wfoundland 

Year Designated 

Point Abho, Ontario 




